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HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 

NON-BONDED  AVIATION  FUEL— 

FEO  mandatory  petroleum  allocation  regulations .  17561 

FEO  announces  on  certifications  by  International  Air 
Carriers  . . .  17604 


ANTIDUMPING — Treasury  Department  determination  on 
Canadian  papermaking  machinery  and  parts;  and  proceed¬ 
ing  on  lock-in  amplifiers  from  the  United  Kingdom  (2  doc¬ 
uments);  comments  by  6-17-74 . 


CONVERTIBLE  GAME  TABLES— Treasury  Department  pub¬ 
lishes  Presidential  directive  restricting  importation .  17569 


PRICE  SUPPORT  LOANS — Agriculture  Department  amends 
quality  determinations  for  rice  crops  and  quantity  determi¬ 
nations  for  dry  edible  bean  crops  (2  documents);  effective 
5-17-74  . 17527 

AIR  BRAKE  SYSTEMS— 

DoT  amends  standard  for  trailers,  trucks,  and  buses, 

effective  9-1-74  and  3-1-75 .  17550 

DoT  proposes  delay  of  standard  for  trailers,  comments 
by  6-17-74 .  17563 

FAIR  LABOR  STANDARDS — Labor  Department  revision  on 
employment  of  handicapped  clients  in  sheltered  work¬ 
shops,  effective  5-17-74 .  17509 

INCLUSIVE  TOUR  CHARTERS— CAB  proposes  additional 
advertising  and  marketing  controls,  comments  by  7—1-74..  17564 

STATE  STUDENT  INCENTIVE  GRANT  PROGRAM — HEW 

announces  closing  date  for  applications;  6-17-74 . . .  17572 
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lished  in  the  Federal  Register  after  Octo¬ 
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Education  Office — Reduction  of  school 
dropout  rate;  financial  assistance  for 

demonstration  projects .  13652; 

4-16-74 
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documents),  6-18-74 . . . - .  17588 
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6-12  and  6-13-74 . . .  17570 

GSA:  Government  procurement  practices  symposium, 

5-30  and  5-31-74 . ~ . — -  17595 

Federal  Supply  Service:  Joint  Federal,  State,  and  Local 
Government  Advisory  Panel  on  Procurement  and  Supply, 

5-22  and  5-23-74 . . .  17595 

Administrative  Conference  of  the  United  States:  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Judicial  Review,  5-30-74 . .  17573 

Committee  on  Grant  and  Benefit  Programs,  5-30-74  _  17573 


Civil  Rights  Commission:  Delaware  State  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee,  5-24-74 .  17578 

Action:  National  Voluntary  Service  Advisory  Council, 

6-5-74  . : . - .  17573 

Domestic  and  International  Business  Administration: 
National  Industrial  Energy  Conservation  Council, 

5-29-74  .  17571 

State  Department:  Advisory  Committee  on  Voluntary 

Foreign  Aid.  5-31-74 .  17569 

HEW:  Arthritis  Ad  Hoc  Review  Committee,  5-23 

through  5-25-74 .  17572 

AEC:  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards  (2 
documents),  5-31  and  6-1  and  6-5-74 .  17573 


contents 


ACTION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

National  Voluntary  Service  Ad¬ 
visory  Council _  17573 

ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Grant  and  Benefit  Programs 

Committee  _ _ _  17573 

Judicial  Review  Committee -  17573 


AGENCY  FOR  INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 

Notices 

Housing  Guaranty  Program  for 
Central  American  Bank  for 
Economic  Integration;  Infor¬ 
mation  for  investors -  17569 

Meetings: 

Advisory  Committee  on  Volun¬ 
tary  Foreign  Aid -  17569 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Animal  and  Plant  Health  In¬ 
spection  Service;  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation;  Packers 
and  Stockyards  Administration. 

AIR  FORCE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

USAF  Scientific  Advisory 
Board _  17570 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH  INSPECTION 
SERVICE 

Rules 

Quarantine  areas;  Hog  cholera 
and  other  communicable  swine 
diseases _  17528 


ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR  HOUSING 
PRODUCTION  AND  MORTGAGE  CREDIT 
OFFICE 

Rules 

Low  rent  public  housing;  pro¬ 
totype  cost  limits _  17677 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Consumers  Power  Co _  17575 

Louisiana  Power  and  Light  Co__  17575 

Potomac  Electric  Power  Co _  17575 

Southern  California  Edison  Co., 

et  al _  17575 

Meetings: 

Advisory  Commltte  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  (2  documents) _  17573 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Proposed  Rules 

Deceptive  practices  in  advertising 
group  Inclusive  tours;  policy 


statement;  correction _  17566 

Inclusive  tour  charters;  additional 
advertising  and  marketing  con¬ 
trols  ____ . 17564 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 
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al.;  correction _  17576 
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mittee  _  17578 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Excepted  service : 

Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare -  17527 


Department  of  Housing  and  Ur¬ 
ban  Development _  17527 

Department  of  Transportation.  17527 
Inter-American  Foundation _  17527 

Notices 

Manpower  shortage;  listing _  17579 
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Department  of  Justice _  17579 

Department  of  Labor  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  17579 

Environmental  Protection 
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Federal  Energy  Office _  17579 
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Anchorage  areas: 

California _  17539 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 
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COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

Rules 

Grains  and  similarly  handled  com¬ 


modities: 
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chase  program  for  1970  and 

subsequent  crops -  17527 

Farm  storage  loans;  correction.  17527 
Rice;  loan  and  purchase  pro¬ 
gram  for  1970  and  subsequent 

crops -  17527 

( Continued  on  next  page ) 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  29 — Labor 

CHAPTER  V— WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  525— EMPLOYMENT  OF  HANDI¬ 
CAPPED  CLIENTS  IN  SHELTERED 

WORKSHOPS 

Pursuant  to  section  14  of  the  Fair  La¬ 
bor  Standards  Act  (52  Stat.  1062,  as 
amended;  29  U.S.C.  214) ,  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (3  CFR  1945-53  Comp., 
p.  1004),  and  Secretary  Orders  13-71  and 
15-71  (36  FR  8755  and  8756) ,  I  hereby  re¬ 
vise  29  CFR  Part  525  as  set  out  below. 
The  purpose  of  the  revision  primarily  is 
to  adapt  the  part  to  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Amendments  of  1974  (P.  L. 
93-259),  in  particular  the  relettering  of 
the  section  of  the  Act  directly  involved, 
from  section  14(d)  to  14(c),  and  the  in¬ 
creased  minimum  wage  rates  under  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  the  Act  which  modify  the  pro¬ 
ductivity  and  earnings  levels  appropriate 
to  be  used  in  §  525.2(c)  of  29  CFR  Part 
525  to  distinguish  “work  activities  cen¬ 
ters”  from  other  sheltered  workshops. 

So  that  there  will  be  a  valid  basis  un¬ 
der  the  increased  minimum  rates  in  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  the  Act  effective  on  and  after 
May  1,  1974,  for  the  issuance  of  special 
certificates  to  work  activities  centers,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  revision  becolne  ef¬ 
fective  on  May  17,  1974.  However,  inter¬ 
ested  parties  may  present  data,  views, 
and  arguments  in  quadruplicate  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  Di¬ 
vision,  U.8.  Department  of  Labor,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20210,  on  or  before  June  17, 
1974.  Such  submissions  may  bear  on  both 
the  substance  and  details  of  the  proposed 
revision  to  §  525.2(c)  of  this  part.  Upon 
consideration  Of  such  submissions,  such 
changes  as  are  appropriate  will  be  made 
in  this  part  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Meanwhile,  these  regulations 
remain  in  full  force. 

A  number  of  other  changes  are  being 
made  in  Part  525  which  are  effective  on 
publication  inasmuch  as  they  do  not  re¬ 
quire  advance  notice  and  opportunity  for 
comment.  These  changes  are; 

1.  At  the  end  of  §  525.1,  a  change  is 
made  in  the  explanatory  reference  to 
Part  524  of  this  chapter,  to  update  that 
reference  in  view  of  the  amendment  of 
paragraph  (c)  of  §  524.8  of  Part  524  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Janu¬ 
ary  5,  1971  (36  FR  50) . 

2.  References  to  District  Offices  and 
District  Directors  of  the  Wage  and  Hour 
Division  have  been  eliminated  (and  ref¬ 
erences  to  the  Caribbean  Office  and  the 
Caribbean  Director  added)  in  §§  525.4(a) , 
525.5(a),  and  525.6(a),  to  correspond 


with  the  current  organization  of  the 
Wage  and  Hour  Division. 

3.  The  term  “or  corresponding  official” 
is  added  to  §  525.4(c),  to  recognize  that 
public  agencies  with  sheltered  workshops, 
many  newly  covered  by  the  Act,  do  not 
have  presidents  of  boards  of  directors. 

4.  A  sentence  of  §  525.6(c)  has  been 
deleted.  That  sentence  dealt  with  a  grace 
period  for  individuals  to  complete  a  rec¬ 
ognized  evaluation  or  training  program, 
and  has  had  no  effect  since  January  31, 
1969. 

5.  A  phrase  “or  payment  at  piece  rates” 
has  been  added  to  §  525.7(b),  to  incor¬ 
porate  the  administrative  interpretation 
that  payment  at  piece  rates  is  an  accept¬ 
able  alternative  to  a  formal  progression 
of  wage  rate  in  training  or  evaluation 
programs. 

Accordingly,  29  CFR  Part  525  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

Sec. 

525.1  Applicability  of  regulations. 

525.2  Definitions. 

525.3  Advisory  Committee  on  Sheltered 

Workshops. 

525.4  Application  for  a  special  certificate 

for  a  workshop. 

525.5  Application  for  a  special  certificate 

for  a  training  or  evaluation  pro¬ 
gram. 

525.6  Application  for  a  special  individual 
•  rate. 

525.7  Criteria  for  consideration  in  issuance 

of  a  special  certificate. 

525.8  Issuance  of  special  certificates. 

525.9  Terms  and  conditions  of  special  cer¬ 

tificates. 

525.10  Renewal  of  special  certificates. 

525.11  Staff  workers  in  sheltered  workshops. 

526.12  Industrial  homework. 

525.13  Records  to  be  kept, 

525.14  Cancellation  of  a  special  certificate. 

525.15  Review. 

525.16  Submission  of  information,  investi¬ 

gations,  and  hearings. 

525.17  Relation  to  other  laws. 

525.18  Issuance  of  certificates  for  experi¬ 

mental  purposes. 

525.19  Amendment  of  this  part. 

Authority:  The  provisions  of  this  Part 
525  Issued  under  sec.  14,  52  Stat.  1068,  as 
amended;  29  U.S.C.  214,  unless  otherwise 
noted. 

§  525.1  Applicability  of  regulations. 

The  Fair  Labor  Standards  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1966  (Public  Law  89-601,  80 
Stat.  830)  among  other  things,  makes 
substantial  revision  in  the  provision  of 
the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938 
(29  U.S.C.  201)  for  the  employment  of 
handicapped  persons  at  special  minimum 
wages.  This  provision  is  now  codified  at 


section  14(c)  of  that  Act.  It  reads  as 
follows: 

(c)  (1)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  subsection, 
the  Secretary  of  Labor,  to  the  extent  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  to  prevent  curtailment  of  op¬ 
portunities  for  employment,  shall  by  regula¬ 
tion  or  order  provide  for  the  employment 
under  special  certificates  of  individuals  (in¬ 
cluding  individuals  employed  in  agriculture) 
whose  earning  or  productive  capacity  is 
impaired  by  age  or  physical  or  mental  de¬ 
ficiency  or  injury,  at  wages  which  are  lower 
than  the  minimum  wage  applicable  under 
section  6  of  this  Act  but  not  less  than  50 
per  centum  of  such  wage  and  which  are 
commensurate  with  those  paid  nonhandi¬ 
capped  workers  in  industry  in  the  vicinity 
for  essentially  the  same  type,  quality,  and 
quantity  of  work. 

(2)  The  Secretary,  pursuant  to  such  regu¬ 
lations  as  he  shall  prescribe  and  upon  certifi¬ 
cation  of  the  State  agency  administering  or 
supervising  the  administration  of  vocational 
rehabilitation  services,  may  issue  special 
certificates  for  the  employment  of — 

(A)  Handicapped  workers  engaged  in  work 
which  is  incidental  to  training  or  evaluation 
programs,  and 

(B)  Multihandicapped  individuals  and 
other  individuals  whose  earning  capacity  Is 
so  severely  impaired  that  they  are  unable  to 
engage  in  competitive  employment,  at  wages 
which  are  less  than  those  required  by  this 
subsection  and  which  are  related  to  the 
worker’s  productivity. 

(3)  (A)  The  Secretary  may  by  regulation 
or  order  provide  for  the  employment  of 
handicapped  clients  in  work  activities  centers 
under  special  certificates  at  wages  which  are 
less  than  the  minimums  applicable  under 
section  6  of  this  Act  or  prescribed  by  para¬ 
graph  (1)  of  this  subsection  and  which  con¬ 
stitute  equitable  compensation  for  such 
clients  in  work  activities  centers. 

(B)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term 
"work  activities  centers”  shall  mean  centers 
planned  and  designed  exclusively  to  provide 
therapeautlc  activities  for  handicapped 
clients  whose  physical  or  mental  impairment 
is  so  severe  as  to  make  their  productive 
capacity  inconsequential. 

Authority  to  make  the  regulations  and 
issue  the  certificates  referred  to  in  sec¬ 
tion  14(c)  has  been  delegated  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Administrator  (General 
Order  No.  45-A  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
<15  F.R.  3290)).  The  regulations  in  this 
Part  525  govern  all  certificates  and  em¬ 
ployment  pursuant  to  certificates  au¬ 
thorizing  special  minimum  wages  for 
handicapped  workers  in  sheltered  work¬ 
shops.  Certificates  for  other  employers 
authorizing  the  employment  of  handi¬ 
capped  persons  at  special  minimum 
wages  under  sections  14(c)  (1)  and  14(c) 
(2)  (B)  are  Issued  pursuant  to  Part  524 
of  this  chapter. 
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§  525.2  Definitions. 

(a)  “Administrator’*  means  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  Di¬ 
vision.  UJS.  Department  of  Labor. 

(b)  “Sheltered  workshop**  or  “work¬ 
shop”  means  a  charitable  organisation 
or  institution  conducted  not  for  profit, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  a 
recognized  program  of  rehabilitation  for 
handicapped  workers,  and/or  providing 
such  individuals  with  remunerative  em¬ 
ployment  or  other  occupational  rehabili¬ 
tating  activity  of  an  educational  or 
therapeutic  nature. 

(c)  “Work  activities  center”  shall 
means  a  workshop,  or  a  physically  sepa¬ 
rated  department  of  a  workshop  having* 
an  identifiable  program,  separate  super¬ 
vision  and  records,  planned  and  designed 
exclusively  to  provide  therapeutic  activ¬ 
ities  for  handicapped  workers  whose 
physical  or  mental  impairment  is  so 
severe  as  to  make  their  productive  ca¬ 
pacity  inconsequential.  Therapeutic 
activities  include  custodial  activities 
(such  as  activities  where  the  focus  is  on 
teaching  the  basic  skills  of  living),  and 
any  purposeful  activity  so  long  as  work 
or  production  is  not  the  main  purpose. 
No  sheltered  workshop  or  separate  de¬ 
partment  thereof  shall  qualify  as  a  work 
activities  center  if  the  average  produc¬ 
tivity  per  handicapped  worker  is  $1,075 
($1,125,  effective  January  1,  1975,  and 
$1,225,  effective  January  1, 1976)  or  more 
per  year  as  measured  by  dividing  the 
total  annual  earned  income  of  the  work 
program,  less  the  cost  of  purchased  ma¬ 
terials  used,  by  the  average  number  of 
clients  in  the  work  program,  or,  if  wage 
payments  are  primarily  at  piece  rates, 
the  average  annual  labor  rate  per  client 
is  $750  ($800,  effective  January  1,  1975, 
and  $875,  effective  January  1,  1976)  or 
more  as  measured  by  dividing  the  total 
annual  wages  of  the  clients  by  the  aver¬ 
age  number  of  clients  in  the  work  pro¬ 
gram.  (The  average  number  of  clients 
shall  be  determined  by  taking  the  av¬ 
erage  of  the  total  number  of  clients  in 
the  work  program  on  the  last  day  of  each 
quarter  in  the  previous  fiscal  year, 
provided  such  average  is  representative 
of  the  average  number  of  clients  em¬ 
ployed  during  the  entire  year.)  No  indi¬ 
vidual  worker  whose  productivity  sub¬ 
stantially  exceed?  this  average  shall  be 
employed  at  less  than  the  statutory  min¬ 
imum  wage  under  a  work  activities  cen¬ 
ter  certificate.  (A  handicapped  worker, 
whose  productivity  substantially  exceeds 
the  average,  may  be  certificated  under 
Regulations,  Part  524  of  this  chapter,  in 
rare  and  unusual  cases  where  necessary 
to  avoid  extreme  hardship,  if  he  is  un¬ 
able  to  earn  the  statutory  minimum  be¬ 
cause  of  his  handicap,  and  if  his  pro¬ 
duction  and  earnings  are  included  in  the 
averages  provided  in  this  paragraph.  > 
Where  information  is  not  available  for  a 
year,  a  temporary  certificate  for  not 
more  than  6  months  may  be  issued  based 
on  the  limited  information  available.  If 
it  is  represented  that  the  center  expects 
and  has  good  reason  to  believe  that  the 
conditions  hereinabove  specified  will  be 
satisfied  when  1  year’s  data  are  avail¬ 


able.  Information  to  be  considered  will 

include  the  severity  of  disability  of  the 
handicapped  workers  employed,  or  other 
pertinent  factors. 

(d)  “Handicapped  worker”  or  “client” 
means  an  individual  whose  earning  ca¬ 
pacity  is  impaired  by  age  or  physical  or 
mental  deficiency  or  injury,  and  who  is 
being  served  in  accordance  with  the  rec¬ 
ognized  program  of  a  sheltered  workshop 
within  the  facilities  of  such  agency  or  in 
or  about  his  home. 

(e)  “State  agency”  shall  mean  the 
State  agency  which  administers  or  super¬ 
vises  the  administration  of  vocational 
rehabilitation  services  in  any  State  of 
the  United  States,  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  or  any  territory  or  possession  of 
the  United  States. 

(f)  “Training  program”  means  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  not  more  than  12  months’  dura¬ 
tion,  except  that  longer  periods  may  be 
approved  in  unusual  circumstances,  de¬ 
signed  to  (1)  develop  the  patterns  of  be¬ 
havior  which  will  help  a  client  adjust  to 
a  work  environment,  or  (2)  teach  the 
skills  and  knowledge  related  to  a  spe¬ 
cific  occupational  objective  of  a  job  fam¬ 
ily,  and  which  meets  State  agency  or 
equivalent  standards. 

(g)  “Evaluation  program”  means  a 
program  of  not  more  than  6  months 
duration,  except  that  longer  periods  may 
be  approved  in  unusual  circumstances, 
using  the  medium  of  work  to  determine 
a  client’s  potential,  and  which  meets 
State  agency  or  equivalent  standards. 

(h)  “Act”  means  the  Pair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938,  as  amended. 

§  525.3  Advisory  Committee  on  Shel¬ 
tered  Workshops. 

(a)  The  Advisory  Committee  on  Shel¬ 
tered  Workshops  appointed  periodically 
by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  shall  advise 
and  make  recommendations  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  concerning  the  administra¬ 
tion  and  enforcement  of  this  part  and  the 
need  for  amendments  thereof  from  time 
to  time  and  for  such  other  purposes  as 
may  be  desired  by  the  Administrator. 

(b)  The  Administrator  or  his  author¬ 
ized  representative  may  notify  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Sheltered  Work¬ 
shops  prior  to  the  denial  or  cancella¬ 
tion  of  any  special  certificate  under 
§  525.8.  §  525.10,  or  §  525.14  and  may  af¬ 
ford  the  Committee  15  days,  or  such  ad¬ 
ditional  time  as  he  may  allow,  to  pre¬ 
sent  its  views.  The  Administrator  or  his 
authorized  representative  may  also  af¬ 
ford  the  Committee  an  opportunity  to 
present  its  views  in  connection  with  any 
petition  for  review  filed  under  9  525.15, 
any  hearing  held  under  §  525.16,  or  any 
petition  for  amendment  of  this  part  filed 
under  §  525.19. 

§  525.4  Application  for  a  special  certifi¬ 
cate  for  a  workshop. 

(a)  Application  for  a  special  certifi¬ 
cate  for  a  workshop,  including  a  work 
activities  center,  may  be  filed  by  any 
sheltered  workshop  with  the  Regional 
Director  or  Caribbean  Director  of  the 
administrative  region  or  area  of  the 
Wage  and  Hour  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor,  in  which  the  workshop  is 


located.  Application  forms  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  appropriate  Director. 

(b>  The  application  shall  contain  an¬ 
swers  to  all  of  the  questions  presented 
on  the  form,  including,  among  other 
things,  a  description  of  the  nature  of 
the  disabilities  of  the  persons  served 
by  the  workshop,  a  description  of  the 
types  of  employment  and  the  program 
provided  by  the  workshop,  and  the  earn¬ 
ings  of  each  handicapped  worker  en¬ 
gaged  in  work  covered  by  the  Act. 

(c)  The  application  shall  be  signed 
by  the  president  of  the  board  of  direc¬ 
tors  (or  corresponding  official)  and  a 
duly  authorized  officer  of  the  workshop. 

(d)  A  workshop  newly  applying  for  a 
certificate,  which  does  not  have  indi¬ 
vidual  earnings  records  on  which  to  es¬ 
tablish  an  appropriate  certificate  rate, 
may  be  issued  a  temporary  certificate 
under  the  terms  and  conditions  appli¬ 
cable  to  work  activities  centers  if  it 
meets  all  of  the  requirements  in  the  defi¬ 
nition  provided  in  §  525.2(c)  and  pre¬ 
sents  satisfactory  evidence  that  all  of 
its  clients  will  be  compensated  at  wages 
which  are  equitablfe  compensation  for 
them. 

§  525.5  Application  for  a  special  certifi¬ 
cate  for  a  training  or  evaluation  pro¬ 
gram. 

(a)  Application  for  a  special  certifi¬ 
cate  for  training  or  evaluation  programs 
may  be  filed  by  a  sheltered  workshop  with 
the  appropriate  Regional  Director  (or 
the  Caribbean  Director).  Application 
forms  may  be  obtained  from  the  appro¬ 
priate  Director. 

(b)  The  application  shall  contain  an¬ 
swers  to  all  of  the  questions  on  the  form, 
including,  among  other  things,  evidence 
of  State  agency  certification  that  the 
workshop  operates  a  training  or  evalua¬ 
tion  program  as  defined  in  1525.2  (f) 
and  (g),  a  description  of  the  services  to 
be  rendered,  the  earnings  of  the  train¬ 
ees  and  evaluees  engaged  in  work  covered 
by  the  Act,  and  the  results  obtained  with 
trainees  and  evaluees  who  have  partic¬ 
ipated  in  the  programs  during  the  previ¬ 
ous  year. 

(c)  The  application  shall  be  signed  by 
the  president  of  the  board  of  directors 
and  a  duly  authorized  officer  of  the 
workshop. 

§  525.6  Application  for  a  special  indi¬ 
vidual  rate. 

(a)  A  workshop  may  apply  with  the 
appropriate  Regional  Director  (or  the 
Caribbean  Director)  at  the  time  of 
applying  for  a  certificate,  or  during  the 
life  of  a  certificate,  for  an  individual  rate 
for  a  handicapped  worker  who  is  unable 
to  earn  the  applicable  certificate  rate 
Application  forms  may  be  obtained  from 
the  appropriate  Director. 

(b)  The  application  shall  contain  an¬ 
swers  to  all  of  the  questions  presented 
on  the  form,  including,  among  other 
things,  information  on  the  nature  of  the 
individual’s  disability,  the  extent  to 
which  it  impairs  his  earning  capacity; 
and  justification  for  a  lower  individual 
rate  based  on  productivity  records  main¬ 
tained  as  required  under  §  525.13(b). 
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(c)  In  the  case  of  a  request  for  an  in¬ 
dividual  rate  below  50  percent  of  the 
statutory  minimum  applicable  under 
section  6  of  the  Act,  the  application  in 
addition  shall  contain  evidence  of  State 
agency  certification  that  the  individual’s 
earning  capacity  is  so  severely  impaired 
that  he  is  unable  to  engage  in  competi¬ 
tive  employment.  Such  certification  shall 
be  based  on  an  evaluation  report  made 
upon  recent  completion  or  shortly  before 
such  completion  of  an  evaluation  or 
training  program  as  defined  in  8  525.2 
(f)  or  (g).  If  an  adequate  applica¬ 
tion  for  an  individual  rate  below  50 
percent  of  the  statutory  minimum  is 
filed  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  cer¬ 
tificate  authority  of  the  evaluation  or 
training  program,  that  certificate  au¬ 
thority  will  be  continued  for  the  ap¬ 
plicant  until  action  is  taken  on  the 
application.  For  clients  entering  a  regu¬ 
lar  work  program  from  a  work  activities 
center,  a  productivity  report  as  required 
by  8  525.13(b)  covering  the  most  recent 
3 -month  employment  period  constitutes 
an  acceptable  evaluation  report. 

§  525.7  Criteria  for  consideration  in 
issuance  of  a  special  certificate. 

(а)  The  following  criteria  may  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Administrator  or  his  au¬ 
thorized  representative  in  determining 
the  necessity  of  issuing  a  special  cer¬ 
tificate  and  the  conditions  to  be  specified 
therein: 

(1)  The  present  and  previous  earnings 
of  handicapped  workers  of  the  workshop 
engaged  in  work  covered  by  the  Act; 

(2)  Whether  the  individual  handi¬ 
capped  workers  are  being  paid  wages 
commensurate  with  those  paid  non¬ 
handicapped  workers  in  Industry  in  the 
vicinity  for  essentially  the  same  type, 
quality,  and  quantity  of  work; 

(3)  The  nature  and  extent  of  the  dis¬ 
abilities  of  individuals  served  by  the 
workshop; 

(4)  The  wages  of  nonhandicapped 
employees  employed  in  private  industry 
engaged  in  wort:  comparable  to  that  per¬ 
formed  in  the  workshop; 

(5)  The  types  and  duration  of  medi¬ 
cal,  education,  therapeutic,  social 
work,  and  other  rehabilitative  services 
given  to  handicapped  workers; 

(б)  The  extent  to  which  the  handi¬ 
capped  workers  share,  through  wages,  in 
the  receipts  for  work  done  in  the 
workshop; 

(7)  The  extent  to  which  the  handi¬ 
capped  workers  may  be  learners  or 
otherwise  inexperienced; 

(8)  The  extent  to  which  earned 
operating  Income,  other  than  normal 
depreciation  allowances,  is  used  for 
canital  expenditures  for  equipment, 
buildings,  or  expansion  of  activities  in 
situations  where  the  adequacy  of  the 
wage  rates  proposed  by  the  workshop 
cannot  clearly  be  established; 

(9)  Whether  there  exists  any  work¬ 
shop-customer  arrangement  or  sub¬ 
contract  agreement  which  constitutes  an 
unfair  method  of  competition  in  com¬ 
merce  and  which  tends  to  spread  or  per¬ 
petuate  substandard  wage  levels; 


(10)  Whether,  in  the  case  of  non¬ 
government  operated  workshops,  the 
organization  has  obtained  an  exemption 
under  section  501(c)  (3)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  (26  U.S.C.  501(c) 
(3))  and  has  registered  as  a  nonprofit 
organization  with  the  appropriate  State 
or  local  agencies  providing  for  such 
registration. 

(b)  In  addition,  the  following  criteria 
will  be  considered  in  determining  the 
advisability  of  issuing  a  special  certificate 
for  a  training  or  evaluation  program: 
(1)  Whether  there  is  competent  instruc¬ 
tion  or  supervision;  (2)  whether  there  is 
a  written  curriculum  and  plan  of  proce¬ 
dures  designed  to  obtain  the  objectives 
of  the  program;  (3)  whether  there  are 
written  records  made  at  periodic  inter¬ 
vals  of  not  more  than  3  months,  showing 
progress  of  Individual  clients;  and  (4) 
whether  in  the  case  of  a  training  pro¬ 
gram,  there  is  a  progression  of  rate  in¬ 
creases  as  the  trainee  successfully  ad¬ 
vances  through  the  steps  of  the  program, 
or  payment  at  piece  rates.  The  progres¬ 
sion  of  rate  Increases  should  be  geared 
to  at  least  the  statutory  minimum  wage 
if  the  worker  is  being  trained  for  com¬ 
petitive  employment,  or  to  at  least  the 
certificate  rate  if  he  is  being  trained  for 
workshop  employment. 

§  525.8  Issuance  of  special  certificates. 

(a)  Upon  consideration  of  the  criteria 
specified  in  f  525.7  and  if  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  Part  525  are  satisfied,  the 
Administrator  or  his  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative  may  issue  a  special  certificate. 

(b)  If  a  special  certificate  is  issued,  a 
copy  shall  be  sent  to  the  workshop.  If 
denied,  the  workshop  shall  be  notified 
in  writing  of  the  denial  and  the  reasons 
therefor. 

(c)  A  special  certificate  may  be  issued 
for  the  entire  workshop,  a  department 
of  the  workshop,  a  work  activities  center, 
a  training  or  evaluation  program,  and 
individual  handicapped  worker  or  any 
combination  thereof. 

(d)  No  special  certificate  will  be  Issued 
pursuant  to  this  Part  525  when  abnormal 
labor  conditions,  such  as  a  strike,  a  lock¬ 
out,  or  other  similar  condition,  exists  at 
the  workshop  for  which  such  certificate 
is  requested. 

§  525.9  Terns  and  conditions  of  special 
certificates. 

(a)  A  special  certificate  shall  specify 
the  terms  and  conditions  under  which  it 
is  granted. 

(b)  A  special  certificate  shall  apply  to 
every  handicapped  worker  in  the  shel¬ 
tered  workshop  or  department  thereof, 
for  which  the  special  certificate  Is 
granted. 

(c)  A  special  certificate  shall  be  effec¬ 
tive  for  a  period  to  be  designated  by  the 
Administrator  or  his  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative.  Handicapped  workers  may  be 
paid  wages  lower  than  the  statutory  min¬ 
imum  only  during  the  effective  period 
of  a  special  certificate. 

(d)  Except  for  special  certificates  for 
work  activities  centers  and  for  training 
or  evaluation  programs,  and  unless  a 
lower  special  Individual  wage  has  been 


authorized  cm  the  basis  of  an  application 
under  8  525.6(c) ,  a  special  certificate 
shall  provide  a  minimum  wage,  or  differ¬ 
ent  minimum  wages  for  different  depart¬ 
ments,  but  none  of  them  shall  be  less 
than  50  percent  of  the  minimum  wage 
applicable  under  section  6  of  the  Act. 
It  may  provide  a  minimum  wage  lower 
than  the  applicable  workshop  or  depart¬ 
ment  rate,  but  not  less  than  50  percent 
of  the  minimum  wage  applicable  under 
section  6  of  the  Act,  for  a  specified  pe- 
riod(s),  designated  as  “learning  pe¬ 
riod^)  Such  rate  may  apply  during  the 
specified  learning  period  (s)  to  a  handi¬ 
capped  worker  who  has  never  previously 
worked  in  the  workshop,  or  who  is  trans¬ 
ferred  to  a  skilled  or  semiskilled  job  in 
the  workshop  at  which  he  has  never  pre¬ 
viously  worked,  or  who  has  Returned  to 
the  workshop  after  such  period  of  sepa¬ 
ration  as  would  require  relearning. 

(e)  A  special  certificate  issued  to  a 
work  activities  center  or  for  a  training 
or  evaluation  program  need  not  set  a 
minimum  wage  (other  than  required  in 
paragraphs  (f)  and  (g)  of  this  section). 

(f)  The  wage  rates  paid  handicapped 
workers  working  at  time  rates  shall  be 
commensurate  with  those  paid  nonhand¬ 
icapped  workers  in  the  vicinity  in 
industry  maintaining  approved  labor 
standards  for  essentially  the  same  type, 
quality,  and  quantity  of  work. 

(g)  (1)  The  wage  rates  paid  handi¬ 
capped  workers  working  at  piece  rates 
shall  not  be  less  than  prevailing  piece 
rates  paid  nonhandicapped  employees 
In  the  same  work  in  the  vicinity  in 
industry  maintaining  approved  labor 
standards.  In  the  absence  of  industry 
piece  rates,  time  studies  or  other  tests 
may  be  used  by  the  workshop  to  estab¬ 
lish  piece  rates.  Such  time  studies  should 
be  made  with  nonhandicapped  persons, 
although  handicapped  workers  may  be 
used  in  those  situations  where  they  are 
not  handicapped  for  the  type  of  work 
being  tested  and  their  production  is  com¬ 
parable  to  that  of  nonhandicapped 
persons  of  average  ability.  The  base 
hourly  rate  used  in  making  time  studies 
must  be  not  less  than  the  prevailing 
rate  hi  hMturtry  for  work  requiring 

nWnlfar  ulrf 

(2)  Baeh  handicapped  worker  work¬ 
ing  at  piece  rates  must  be  paid  his  full 
piece-rate  earnkigs.  Pooling  of  earnings 
is  not  permitted  except  where  piece  rates 
cannot  be  established  for  each  individual 
worker,  e«.,  in  a  team  operation  where 
each  worker’s  individual  contribution  to 
the  finished  product  cannot  be  sepa¬ 
rately  tallied. 

(h)  A  special  certificate  may  provide 
a  lower  individual  minimum  wage  for  a 
handicapped  worker  unable  to  earn  the 
workshop  or  applicable  department  min¬ 
imum  wage.  Such  individual  minimum 
wage  may  not  be  set  at  less  than  50 
percent  of  the  minimum  wage  applicable 
under  section  8  of  the  Act,  except  for  a 
handicapped  worker  whose  earning  ca¬ 
pacity  is  eo  severly  impaired  that  he  is 
unable  to  engage  in  competitive  employ¬ 
ment  as  certified  by  a  State  agency.  The 
individual  minimum  wage  for  a  handi¬ 
capped  worker  so  certified  may  not  be 
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less  than  25  percent  of  the  minimum 
wage  applicable  under  section  6  of  the 
Act. 

(i)  Handicapped  workers  in  the  work¬ 
shop  shall  be  paid  not  less  than  one  and 
one-half  times  the  regular  rate  for  all 
work  in  excess  of  the  minimum  work¬ 
week  applicable  under  section  7  of  the 
Act. 

(j)  A  special  certificate  shall  provide 
that  the  workshop  may  not  compete 
unfairly  in  obtaining  subcontract  work 
or  in  the  sale  of  its  products. 

(k)  No  worker  or  client  shall  be  hired 
under  a  certificate  issued  under  these 
regulations  while  abnormal  labor  condi¬ 
tions,  such  as  a  strike,  a  lock-out,  or 
other  similar  condition,  exists  in  the 
workshop. 

(l)  Each  handicapped  worker  in  a 
workshop  shall  be  informed  promptly 
and  in  writing  of  the  certificate  rate 
applicable  to  him  and  of  the  terms  of 
the  certificate.  Such  information  may 
be  provided  by  a  notice  in  the  handi¬ 
capped  worker’s  pay  envelope,  or  other 
suitable  method. 

(m)  The  terms  of  any  special  certifi¬ 
cate  may  be  amended  for  cause,  upon 
request  of  the  sheltered  workshop  or 
handicapped  worker,  or  upon  the  initia¬ 
tive  of  the  Administrator  or  his  author¬ 
ized  representative. 

§  525.10  Renewal  of  special  certificates. 

(a)  Application  may  be  filed  for  re¬ 
newal  of  any  special  certificate. 

(b)  If  an  application  for  renewal  has 
been  properly  and  timely  filed  prior  to 
the  expiration  date  of  a  special  certifi¬ 
cate,  the  certificate  shall  remain  in  ef¬ 
fect  until  the  application  for  renewral 
has  been  granted  or  denied. 

(c)  Handicapped  workers  may  be  paid 
wages  less  than  the  statutory  minimum 
after  notice  that  the  application  for  re¬ 
newal  has  been  denied,  if  review  of  such 
denial  is  requested  in  accordance  with 
S  525.15:  Provided,  however,  That  if  the 
denial  is  affirmed  on  review,  the  sheltered 
workshop  shall  reimburse  any  person 
covered  by  the  special  certificate  in  an 
amount  equal  to  the  difference  between 
the  applicable  minimum  wage  and  any 
lower  wage  paid  such  person  subsequent 
to  the  effective  date  of  denial. 

§  525.11  Staff  workers  in  sheltered 
workshops. 

No  individual  who  is  not  a  handicapped 
worker  or  client  within  the  meaning  of 
§  525.2(d)  shall  be  employed  under  any 
special  certificate  issued  pursuant  to  this 
part  at  wages  lower  than  the  minimum 
required  under  section  6  of  the  Act.  Staff 
jobs  are  clearly  identified  as  such  where 
the  duties  include  supervision  of  others 
or  a  high  degree  of  responsibility  such 
as  office  manager,  bookkeeper,  or  truck 
driver,  except  that  truck  drivers  may  be 
considered  as  clients  in  workshops  serv¬ 
ing  alcoholics  where  it  is  the  practice 
to  select  drivers  (also  called  crew  leaders) 
from  among  the  handicapped  workers. 
Some  jobs,  such  as  some  office  and  tele¬ 


phone  soliciting  jobs,  are  not  clearly 
either  staff  or  client  jobs  and  may  be 
filed  by  either  depending  on  the  policy 
and  practices  of  the  workshop.  Where 
handicapped  worker  status  is  indicated 
for  such  borderline  workers  on  an  appli¬ 
cation  substantiating  information  may 
be  requested,  such  as  evidence  of  the  use 
of  screening  procedures  which  are  ordi¬ 
narily  required  for  handicapped  workers, 
such  as  a  medical  examination,  psycho¬ 
logical  and  aptitude  testing,  etc.,  the  use 
of  rehabilitation  services  offered  by  the 
workshop,  and  an  attempt  by  the  work¬ 
shop  to  place  the  worker  in  industry. 

§  525.12  Industrial  homework. 

A  special  certificate  issued  pursuant 
to  this  part,  authorizes  a  sheltered  work¬ 
shop  to  employ  a  handicapped  worker  in 
or  about  a  home,  apartment,  tenement, 
or  room  in  a  residential  establishment 
without  the  necessity  of  obtaining  a  spe¬ 
cial  industrial  homeworker’s  certificate 
for  such  persons  under  regulations  of  the 
Administrator  governing  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  industrial  homeworkers:  nor 
shall  it  be  necessary  for  a  sheltered  work¬ 
shop  to  obtain  a  special  industrial  home¬ 
worker’s  certificate  for  handicapped 
workers  working  in  or  about  a  home, 
apartment,  tenement,  or  room  in  a  resi¬ 
dential  establishment,  who  are  earning 
the  minimum  required  under  section  6  of 
the  Act. 

§  525.13  Records  to  be  kept. 

Every  sheltered  workshop  shall  main¬ 
tain  and  have  available  for  inspection  by 
the  Administrator  or  his  authorized  rep¬ 
resentative  records  of: 

(a)  Disability,  which  show  the  nature 
of  the  handicapped  worker’s  disability. 
Nonobvious  disabilities  must  be  substan¬ 
tiated  by  medical  or  psychiatric  reports 
or  results  of  psychological  tests,  as 
appropriate. 

(b)  Productivity,  which  show  the  pro¬ 
ductivity  of  each  handicapped  worker  on 
a  continuing  basis  or  at  periodic  intervals 
not  exceeding  6  months.-  Piece  rate  or 
other  records  which  show  productivity 
on  a  continuing  basis  must  also  show  the 
average  expected  production  for  a  non¬ 
handicapped  person  and  either  the  piece 
rate  paid  in  commercial  industry  or  the 
average  expected  earnings  of  a  nonhand¬ 
icapped  person  for  the  production 
shown.  Where  productivity  is  measured 
by  means  of  progress  reports,  records 
must  relate  the  worker’s  performance  to 
that  of  a  nonhandicapped  person  receiv¬ 
ing  the  prevailing  wage  in  industry  for 
similar  work  or  work  requiring  similar 
skills.  Records  of  time  studies  made  to 
establish  piece  rates  must  be  kept. 

(c)  Learning  periods,  when  such  pe¬ 
riods  are  authorized  by  the  certificate, 
which  show  the  daily  hours  worked  by 
each  handicapped  worker  during  the 
learning  period  (s),  and  the  cumulative 
total  of  such  hours. 

(d)  Whan  evaluation  or  training  peri¬ 
ods  are  authorized  by  the  certificate, 
records  designating  which  workers  are 
evaluees  and  which  are  trainees,  and  the 


total  period  of  time  they  have  been  in 
such  a  category. 

(e)  When  a  sheltered  workshop  holds 
both  a  work  activity  center  certificate 
and  a  regular  program  certificate,  rec¬ 
ords  showing  which  workers  are  under 
each  certificate. 

(f )  Records  showing  the  handicapped 
workers  for  whom  special  individual 
rates  have  been  authorized. 

(g)  Pricing  of  work,  which  show  that 
part  of  the  unit  prices  which  are  allo¬ 
cated  to  direct  labor  (labor  rate)  and  the 
average  expected  earnings  of  nonhandi¬ 
capped  workers  at  a  normal  expected 
production  rate.  Records  of  time  studies 
made  to  establish  prices  must  be  kept. 

(h)  Documents  relating  to  State 
agencies’  certification  including  copies  of 
training  or  evaluation  agreements,  au¬ 
thorizations  for  extensions  o.'  such  pe¬ 
riods,  progress  reports  made  during  such 
periods,  and  evaluation  or  other  reports 
on  which  a  judgment  relating  to  certifi¬ 
cation  was  made. 

(i)  In  addition,  the  records  required 
under  all  of  the  applicable  provisions  of 
Part  516  of  this  chapter,  except  that  any 
provision  pertaining  to  homeworker’s 
handbooks  shall  not  be  applicable  to 
handicapped  workers  of  a  sheltered 
workshop  working  in  or  about  a  home, 
apartment,  tenement,  or  room  in  a  resi¬ 
dential  establishment. 

(j)  Every  sheltered  workshop  having 
workers  who  are  entitled  to  benefits 
under  the  Act  shall  at  all  times  post  a 
poster,  as  prescribed  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  in  a  conspicuous  place  in  the  work¬ 
shop  where  it  may  be  observed  readily  by 
the  handicapped  workers  and  other 
workers  in  the  workshop. 

(k)  Records  required  by  this  S  525.13 
shall  be  preserved  for  a  period  of  at  least 
2  years. 

(Sec.  11.  51  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  29  UJS.C. 
211) 

§  525.14  Cancellation  of  a  special  cer¬ 
tificate. 

(a)  The  Administrator  or  his  author¬ 
ized  representative  may  cancel  any  spe¬ 
cial  certificate  for  cause.  A  special  cer¬ 
tificate  may  be  canceled  (1)  as  of  the 
date  of  issuance,  if  it  is  found  that  fraud 
has  been  exercised  on  obtaining  the  spe¬ 
cial  certificate  or  in  permitting  a  handi¬ 
capped  worker  to  work  thereunder:  (2) 
as  of  the  date  of  violation,  if  it  is  found 
that  any  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  or  of 
the  terms  of  the  special  certificate  have 
been  violated;  or  (3)  as  of  the  date  of 
notice  of  cancellation,  if  it  is  found  that 
the  special  certificate  is  no  longer  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  to  prevent  curtailment  of 
opportunities  for  employment,  or  that 
the  requirements  of  this  part  have  not 
been  complied  with. 

(b)  If  a  petition  for  review  is  filed 
under  §  525.15,  the  effective  date  of  the 
cancellation  shall  be  postponed  until  ac¬ 
tion  is  taken  thereon:  Provided,  however. 
That  if  the  cancellation  order  is  affirmed 
on  review,  the  workshop  shall  reimburse 
any  person  covered  by  the  special  cer¬ 
tificate  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  applicable  minimum 
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wage  and  any  lower  wage  paid  such  per¬ 
son  subsequent  to  the  effective  date  of 
cancellation. 

(c)  Except  in  cases  of  willfulness  or 
those  In  which  the  public  interest  re¬ 
quires  otherwise,  before  any  special  cer¬ 
tificate  shall  be  canceled,  facts  or  con¬ 
duct  which  may  warrant  such  action 
shall  be  called  to  the  attention  of  the 
sheltered  workshop  in  writing  and  it 
shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  dem¬ 
onstrate  or  achieve  compliance  with  all 
lawful  requirements. 

§  525.15  Review. 

Any  person  aggrieved  by  any  action  of 
an  authorized  representative  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  taken  pursuant  to  this  part 
may,  within  60  days  or  such  additional 
time  as  the  Administrator  may  allow,  file 
with  the  Administrator  a  petition  for  re¬ 
view.  Such  review,  if  granted,  shall  be 
made  either  by  the  Administrator  or  by 
an  authorized  representative  who  took 
no  part  in  the  action  under  review,  who 
may,  to  the  extent  he  deems  It  appro¬ 
priate,  afford  other  Interested  persons 
an  opportunity  to  present  data  and 
views. 

§  525.16  Submission  of  information,  in¬ 
vestigations,  and  hearings. 

The  Administrator  or  his  authorized 
representative  may  require  at  any  time 


the  submission  of  such  Information, 
other  than  that  specified  elsewhere  in 
this  part,  as  is  deemed  appropriate  or 
may  conduct  an  Investigation,  which 
may  include  a  hearing  prim:  to  taking 
any  action  pursuant  to  this  part.  To  the 
extent  he  deems  appropriate,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  or  his  authorized  represen¬ 
tative  may  provide  an  opportunity  to 
other  interested  persons  to  present  data 
and  views. 

§  525.17  Relation  to  other  laws. 

Nothing  contained  in  this  part  shall  be 
construed  as  authorizing  any  act  that 
is  contrary  to  any  Federal  or  State  law 
or  municipal  ordinance. 

§  525.18  Issuance  of  certificates  for  ex¬ 
perimental  purposes. 

In  addition  to  the  issuance  of  certifi¬ 
cates  as  provided  in  §§  525.1  to  525.18, 
the  Administrator  may  authorize  the  is¬ 
suance  of  certificates  to  permit  employ¬ 
ment  of  handicapped  workers  or  clients 
of  a  sheltered  workshop  at  less  than  the 
applicable  minimum  wage  under  section 
6  of  the  Act  as  part  of  experimental  pro¬ 
grams  to  increase  employment  opportu¬ 
nities  for  such  persons.  Such  certificates 
shall  be  issued  in  such  types  of  cases  and 
on  such  terms  and  conditions  within  the 
scope  of  section  14  of  the  Act  as  the  Ad¬ 


ministrator  shall  determine  will  best 
further  any  such  experimental  programs. 
§  525.19  Amendment  of  this  part. 

The  Administrator  may  at  any  time 
upon  his  own  motion  or  upon  written 
request  of  any  interested  person  setting 
forth  reasonable  ground  therefor,  and 
after  opportunity  has  been  given  to  in¬ 
terested  persons  to  present  their  views, 
amend  or  revoke  any  of  the  terms  of 
this  part. 

Note:  Section  60-201.1102  of  the  Public 
Contracts  Act  Regulations  (41  CPR  Part  60- 
201 )  provides  that  any  certificate  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  Regulations  Part  625  authorizing 
the  employment  of  a  handicapped  worker 
under  the  Fair  labor  Standards  Act  shall 
constitute  authorization  for  the  employment 
of  that  worker  under  the  Public  Contracts 
Act  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the 
certificate.  Certificates  authorizing  wages 
below  those  otherwise  required  by  section 
2(a)  (1)  and  2(b)  (1)  of  the  Service  Contract 
Act  of  1965  may  also  be  issued  under  the 
procedures  of  Regulations  Part  525.  (Section 
4.6(n)  (1)  of  this  Title.) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  May  1974. 

Frederick  J.  Glasgow, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Wage  and  Hour  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-11366  Filed  6-16-74;8:45  am] 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  B — NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

[Docket  No.  FI-26B] 

PART  1914*— -AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR  THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 
Status  of  Participating  Communities 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to  the  table.  In  this  entry,  a  complete  chronology  of  effective  dates  appears  for 
each  listed  community.  Each  date  appearing  in  the  last  column  of  the  table  Is  followed  by  a  designation  which  indicates  whether 
the  date  signifies  the  effective  date  of  the  authorization  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  the  area  under  the  emergency  or  the 
regular  flood  Insurance  program.  The  entry  reads  as  follows: 

§  1914.4  Status  of  participating  communities. 

*•••••* 


Effective  date 


Stale 

County 

Location 

of  authorisation  Hatard  area 
of  sale  of  flood  identified 

Insurance  for  area 

State  map  repository 

Local  map  repository 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

_ Town  Creek,  town  of . 

.  Mav  9. 1974. 

Do . 

Idaho.. . 

....  Mobile . 

_ Blaine . 

...  Saraland,  city  of . 

...  Ketchum,  city  of . . 

Emergency. 

. do. . -  Feb.  15,1974  .  . . . . . 

Minnesota - 

.  .  Becker . 

_ Mar.  29,1974  . . . .*. . 

Do 

Mill*  Lacs 

. . do  ... 

. May  10,1974  . . 

...  Little  Falls,  city  of. _ 

T)n 

...  North  St.  Paul;  city  of . 

. Mar.  29, 1974  . 

Do 

. Feb.  8,1974  _ _ 

. Mar.  1,1974  . . . . . . 

Do . 

_ Grays  Harbor. 

...  Aberdeen,  city  of _ _ _ 

. do - 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XTTT  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968) ,  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (83  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-162,  Dec.  24,  1969),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969) 


Issued:  May  2,  1974. 


[FR  Doc.74-11071  Filed  5-16-74;8:46  am] 


George  K.  Bernstein, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
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[Docket  No.  FI-266] 

PART  1914 — AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR  THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 
Status  of  Participating  Communities 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to  the  table.  In  this  entry,  a  complete  chronology  of  effective  dates  appears  for 
each  listed  community  Each  date  appearing  in  the  last  column  of  the  table  is  followed  by  a  designation  which  indicates  whether 
the  date  signifies  the  effective  date  of  the  authorization  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  the  area  under  the  emergency  or  the 
regular  flood  insurance  program.  The  entry  reads  as  follows: 

§  1914.4  Status  of  participating  communities. 


• 

* 

» 

• 

>9 

t 

County 

Location 

Effective  date 

of  authorization  Hazard  area 
of  sale  of  flood  identified 

insurance  for  area 

State  map  repository 

Local  mop  repository 

Minnesota . Hennepin . .  Crystal,  city  of. . May  13, 1974,  Nov.  30, 1973 

emergency. 

Do . .  Rock . . . .  Unicorporated  areas . ; _ do _ _ _ _ _ 

Mississippi . .  Pearl  River _ Picayune,  city  of - do - 

Missouri . Osage . Argyle,  village  of. . do . 

North  Carolina _ Hertford _ Ahoskie,  town  of _ do _ _ _ Feb.  22,1974 

North  Dakota .  Grand  Forks . Unincorporated  areas . do . 

Teias . .  Cameron _ Ban  Benito,  city  of _ _ ...do _ 

Vermont . .  Washington _ Middlesex,  town  of _ _ do - r.... 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  xm  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968) ,  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-152,  Dec.  24,  1969),  42  U.8.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969) 


Issued:  May  7,  1974. 


[FR  Doc .74-1 1072  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 45  am] 


George  K.  Bernstein, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


[Docket  No.  FI-267] 

PART  1914— AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR  THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 
Status  of  Participating  Communities 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to  the  table.  In  this  entry,  a  complete  chronology  of  effective  dates  appears  for 
each  listed  community.  Each  date  appearing  in  the  last  column  of  the  table  is  followed  by  a  designation  which  Indicates  whether 
the  date  signifies  the  effective  date  of  the  authorization  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  the  area  under  the  emergency  or  the 
regular  flood  insurance  program.  The  entry  reads  as  follows: 

§  1914.4  Status  of  participating  communities. 

•  •••••• 

(24CFR  §1914.4) 


State 

County 

Location 

Effective  date 

of  authorization  Hazard  area 
of  sale  of  flood  identified 

insurance  for  area 

Stato  map  repository 

Local  map  repository 

• 

• 

• 

• 

..  May  14, 1974 . . 

• 

•  • 

Emergency. 

. do . Mar.  22,1974  ... 

Do . 

North  Carolina 
Pennsylvania.. 

_ Camden _ 

_ Westmoreland... 

..  Unincorporated  area . 

..  Derry,  township  of . 

. do . Mar.  8,1974  ... 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  xm  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968) .  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-152,  Dec.  24,  1969),  42  U8.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969) 


Issued:  May  7,  1974. 


[FR  Doc.74-11073  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 45  ami 


George  K.  Bernstein, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
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[Docket  No.  PI-269] 

PART  1914— AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR  THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 
Status  of  Participating  Communities 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to  the  table.  In  this  entry,  a  complete  chronology  of  effective  dates  appears  for 
each  listed  community.  Each  date  appearing  in  the  last  column  of  the  table  is  followed  by  a  designation  which  indicates  whether 
the  date  signifies  the  effective  date  of  the  authorization  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  the  area  under  the  emergency  or  the 
regular  flood  insurance  program.  The  entry  reads  as  follows: 

§  1914.4  Status  of  participating  communities. 


Effective  date 

of  authorization  Hazard  area 
of  sale  of  flood  identified 
insurance  for  area 


State  map  repository 


Local  map  repository 


Illinois . Will .  Sliorewood,  village  of . May  15, 1974,  Apr.  5, 1974 

Emergency. 

Idaho . Shoshone . -  Wallace,  city  of. . do — . 

Minnesota . Lac  Qui  Parle. _ Dawson,  city  of . do .  Apr.  12,1974 

Do . Marshall . . . Unincorporated  areas . do . 

Do . do... .  Oslo,  city  of . . do . 

Do . do. . -  Warren,  city  of . do — . 

Do . -  Norman. . Shelly,  city  of . do — . 

Mississippi _ Rankin . Pearl,  city  of.. - - ...do — . . . 

Pennsylvania _ Bucks .  Richland,  township  of . do. . 

Do . Cameron .  Emporium,  borough  of. . do -  Mar.  29,1974 

Do . Luzerne . Hazleton,  city  of . do . 

Do . Schuylkill . Orwigsburg,  borough  of . do . 

Tennessee . .  Selby _  Unincorporated  areas. . . do... _ _ _ 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-152,  Dec.  24,  1969),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary's  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969) 


Issued:  May  8,  1974. 


| FR  Doc.74-11074  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


George  K.  Bernstein, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


[Docket  No.  FI-270] 

PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF  SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 
List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard  Areas 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator  finds  that  comment  and  public  procedure  and  the  use  of  delayed  effective  dates  in 
identifying  the  areas  of  communities  which  have  special  flood  or  mudslide  hazards,  in  accordance  with  24  CFR  Part  1915,  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The  purpose  of  such  identifications  is  to  guide  new  development  away  from  areas  threatened 
by  flooding.  Since  this  publication  is  merely  for  the  purpose  of  informing  the  public  of  the  location  of  areas  of  special  flood 
hazard  and  has  no  binding  effect  on  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  or  the  commencement  of  construction,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  are  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  Inasmuch  as  this  publication  is  not  a  substantive 
rule,  the  identification  of  special  hazard  areas  shall  be  effective  on  the  date  shown.  Accordingly,  Section  1915.3  is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to  the  table,  which  entry  reads  as  follows : 

§  1915.3  List  of  communities  with  special  hazard  areas.  » 


State  map  repository 


Local  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
of  areas  which 
have  special 
flood  hazards 


Jacksonville,  city  H  01  01#  1770  01 
of.  through 

n  01  01#  1770  02 


Oxford,  city  of _ H  01  018  2370  01 

through 

H  01  018  2370  06 
.  Collinsville,  town  H  01  049  0760  01 
of.  through 

H  01  049  0780  05 
Altoona,  town  of..  H  01  068  0080  01 
through 

H  01  058  0080  02 
Glencoe,  town  of..  H  01  066  1370  01 


Alabama  Development  Office,  Office  Mayor,  Jacksonville,  Ala.  36266 . May  17,  1974. 

of  State  Planning,  State  Office  Bldg., 

601  Dexter  Ave.,  Montgomery,  Ala. 

36104. 

Alabama  Insurance  Department, 

Room  463,  Administrative  Bldg., 

Montgomery,  Ala.  36104. 

_ do... . . . Mayor,  Oxford,  Ala.  36201 .  Do. 


..do .  . . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Collinsville,  Ala.  Do. 

36961. 

.do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Altoona,  Ala.  36962.  Do. 


through 

H  01  068  1370  06 
Cottonwood,  H  01  069  0790  01 
town  of.  through 

H  01  069  0790  02 
.  Florence,  city  of...  H  01  077  1200  01 
through 

H  01  077  12q0  18 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  Glencoe,  Ala.  36908.  Do. 


.do . Mayor,  Cottonwood,  Ala.  36320. 


.do . . . Florence  Planning  Department,  Mu¬ 

nicipal  Bldg.,  110  W.  College  St., 
Florence,  Ala.  36630 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  97— FRIDAY,  MAY  17,  1974 


17516 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


State  County  Location 


Map  No.  State  map  repository 


Effective  date 

,  ,  of  ideatiflcaton 

Local  map  repository  of  areas  which 

have  special 
hood  hazards 


•  •  •  *  • 

I>o . St.  Clair . PeU  City,  city  of..  H  01  089  01  do . 

through 

_  „  H  01  089  08 

Do . .  Marion . Hamilton,  city  of..  H  01  093  1640  01  . do . 

through 

„  H  01  093  1540  09 

Do . Calhoun . Hobson  City,  H  01  105  1650  01  . do . 

city  of.  through 

„  H  01  105  1650  02 

Do .  Randolph . Wadley,  city  of _ H  01  111  3160  01  do 

An*ona . Navajo . Taylor,  town  of...  H  01  017  0489  01..  Arizona  State  Land  Department.  1624 

W.  Adams,  Room  400,  Phoenix, 

.  Ariz.  85007. 

.  Arizona  Department  of  Insurance, 

P.O.  Box  7098,  718  W.  Olenrosa, 

_  „  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85011. 

Do .  Yavapai . Prescott,  city  of...  H  04  025  0386  01  . do . 

through 

H  01  025  0386  09 

Arkansas . Ashley . Hamburg,  city  of..  H  05  003  1700  01  .  Division  of  Soil  and  Water  Resources, 

State  Department  of  Commerce. 
1920  W.  Capitol  Ave.,  Little  Rock] 
Ark.  72201. 


Arkansas  Insurance  Department,  400 
University  Tower  Bldg.,  Little 
Rock,  Ark.  72204. 


Do . 

Do . 

...  Faulk ner . 

...  Mississippi _ 

.  Conway,  city  of... 

.  Joiner,  city  of . 

H  05  045  0860  01 
through 

H  05  045  0860  04 

II  05  093  2060  01 

Hock,  Ark.  72204. 

Do . 

.  Keiser,  city  of . 

H  05  093  2110  01.. 

Do . 

.  WiLson,  city  of _ 

H  05  093  4210  01.. 

. do . 

Do _ 

...  Pulaski . 

.  Sherwood,  city  of. 

H  05  119  3570  01. . 

California.... 

...  Contra  Costa _ 

..  Clayton,  city  of... 

II  06  913  0724  01 
through 

H  06  013  0724  02 

Department  of  Water  Resources,  P.O. 
Box  388,  Sacramento,  Calif.  95802. 

Mayor,  1905  First  Ave.,  N.,  PeU  City 
Ala.  35125. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Hamilton,  Ala. 
35570. 


Mayor,  Hobson  City,  Ala.  36201 


Mayor,  Wadley,  Ala.  36276 . 

Mayor,  Town  of  Taylor,  P.O.  Box  415, 
Taylor,  Ariz.  85939. 


City  Hall,  J)l  S.  Cortez  St.,  Prescott, 
Ariz.  86301. 

Mayor.  City  Hall,  Hamburg,  Ark. 
71646. 


Mayor,  Municipal  Bldg.,  Conway, 
Ariz.  72932. 

Mayor.  Joiner.  Ariz.  72350 . 

Mayor,  Reiser,  Ariz.  72351 . 

Mayor.  Wilson.  Ariz.  72395 . 

Municipal  Bldg.,  201  Country  Club, 
Sherwood,  Ariz.  72116. 

Mayor.  City  Hall,  Clayton,  CaUf. 
94517. 


California  Insurance  Department  107 
S.  Broadway,  Los  Angeles.  Calif. 
90012. 

Do . .  Fresno. . Huron,  city  of _ H  06  019  1672  01 . do.". . . . . . 

Do . Kern .  Delano,  city  or _ H  06  029  1000  01  _ do . . 

through 

H  06  029  1000  02 

Do . Kern .  Wasco,  city  of .  H  06  029  4080  01 .  do . . . .' . 

Do . Los  Angeles -  Palos  Verdes  n  06  037  2670  01  _ do..... . . . 

Estates,  city  of.  through 

H  06  037  2670  03 

Do . Marin.r..-. . Sausalito,  city  of..  H  06  041  3540  01 .  do . 

Do . Monterey . .  Soledad,  city  of. ..  H  06  053  3650  01 .  do . . 

.  Do . Nevada.. .  Grass  Valley,  II  06  057  1160  01  . do . ■ . 

city  of.  through 

H  06  057  1460  02 

Do .  Orange . . Costa  Mesa,  H  06  059  0880  01  . do . . . . 

city  of.  through 

H  06  059  0880  06 

Do .  Riverside . Coachella,  city  of.  H  06  065  0750  01  . do... . . . . . 

through 

H  06  065  0750  09 

Do . do .  Norco,  city  of . H  06  065  2420  01  _ do . . . . 

through 

H  06  065  2420  06 

Do . Sacramento- . Gait,  city  of .  II  06  067  1390  01  _ do . 

Do . .  San  Bernardino...  Redlands,  city  of..  H  06  071  2960  01  * _ do . . 

through 

II  06  071  2960  11 

Do . Santa  Barbara - Guadalupe,  city  II  06  083  1510  01  _ do . 

of. 

Do . do .  Santa  Maria.  H  06  083  3460  01  . do . I _ 

city  of.  through 

II  06  083  3460  08 

Do . Santa  Cruz .  Capitola,  city  of...  H  06  087  0500  01  _ do . . . 

Do . Solano .  Rio  Vista,  city  H  06  095  3010  01  _ do . . . 

of. 

Do . do . Vacaville,  city  of..  If  06  095  4010  01  _ do . . 

through 

H  06  095  4010  08 

Do . Ventura.. . Simi  Valley,  U  06  111  3640  01  _ do . 

city  of.  through 

II  06  111  3610  07 

Colorado.. .  Conejos .  La  Tara,  town  of..  H  08  021  1100  01..  Colorado  Water  Conservation,  Board, 

Room  102,  1845  Sherman  St., 
Denver,  Colo.  80203. 

Colorado  Division  of  Insurance,  106 
State  Office  Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo. 


Do . 

Do . 

_ Delta . 

_  Fremont . 

...  Cedareilge,  town 
of. 

...  Florence,  city  of  . 

II  08  029  0310  01... 

II  08  OI3  0840  01 

80203. 

_ do . 

Do . 

_ Lake — . 

...  Leadville,  city  of 

.  II  08  065  1490  01  . 

— do. . . 

Do . 

_  Montezuma _ 

...  Cortez,  city  of . II  08  083  0150  01... 

through 

II  08  083  0150  03 

. do . 

Do . . 

. do . 

...  Mancos.  town  of. 

.  11  08  083  1580  01... 

. do . . . 

Do _ 

_ Montrose _ 

...  Naturita.  town  of.  H  08  085  1735  01 

Do _ 

. Prowers.. . 

...  Holly,  town  of. . 

.  li  08  099  1170  01-. 

. do . 

1  H> . .  . 

...  Del  Norte,  town 

11  08  105  0580  01.. 

. do . 

Mayor,  City  Hail,  18900  5th  St..  Huron, 
Calif.  93294. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  1122  Jefferson  St., 
Delano,  Calif.  93215. 

Mayor.  City  nail,  761  E.  St.,  Wasco, 
Calif.  93280. 

City  Engineer's  Office,  City  Hall,  340 
Palos  Verdes  Dr.,  W.  Palos  Verdes 
Estates,  Calif.  90254. 

Mayor.  731  Bridgeway,  Sausalito, 
Calif.  94965. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  525  Monterey  St., 
Soledad,  Calif.  93960. 

Mayor,  City  Hail,  125  E.  Main  St., 
Grass  VaUey,  Calif.  95945. 


City  Manager,  77  Fair  Dr.,  Costa 
Mesa,  Calif.  92626. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  1515  6th  St.,  Coa¬ 
chella,  Calif.  92263. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  8954  Old  Uamnec 
Ave.,  Norco,  Calif.  91760. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  807  C  St.,  Galt, 
Calif.  95632. 

City  Administrative  Office,  30  Cajon 
St.,  Redlands,  Calif.  92373. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  1025  Guadalupe  St., 
Guadalupe,  Calif.  93434. 

Department  of  Public  Works,  810  W. 
Church  St.,  Santa  Maria,  Calif. 
93454. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  420  Capitola  Ave., 
Capitola,  Calif.  95010. 

Mayor,  City  Hail.  No.  1  Main  St.,  Rio 
Vista,  Calif.  i*4571. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Vacaville,  Calif. 
95688. 


Public  Services  Department,  City  of 
Simi  Valley.  3200  Cochrane  St.,  Siiui 
Valley,  Calif.  93065. 

Mayor,  City  Hall.  La  Jara,  Colo.  81140. 


Mayor.  City  Hall,  Ccdaredge,  Colo. 
81413. 

Mayor,  City  Ilall,  Florence,  Colo.  81226. 
Mayor.  City  Hall,  Leadville,  Colo. 
80461. 

Mayor  and  City  Manager,  City  Hall, 
Cortez,  Colo.  81321. 

Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Mancos,  Colo. 
81328. 

Mayor,  Naturita,  Colo.  81422 . 

Mayor,  Holly,  Colo.  81047 . 

Mayor,  Del  Norte  City  Ilall,  Dal 
Norte,  Colo.  81132. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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State 


County 


Location 


Map  No. 


State  map  repository 


Local  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
of  areas  which 
have  special 
hood  hazards 


• 

Do . 

•  * 

. Oak  Creek,  H  08  107  1810  01. . 

#  * 

• 

Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Oak  Creek,  Colo. 
80467 

Mayor,  Ault,  Colo.  80610 _ _ _ 

Do. 

Do . 

..  Weld _ 

town  of. ' 

.  Ault,  town  of.  .  H  08  123  0100  01. 

Do. 

Do . 

. La  Salle,  town  of..  H  08  123  1460  01 . . 

Mayor,  La  Salle,  Colo.  80645 . 

Do. 

Do... . 

_ do . . 

. Milliken,  town  of..  H  08  123  1660  01.. 

_ do . . . . 

Mayor,  Milliken,  Colo.  80543 . 

Mayor,  City  HaU,  Bristol,  Conn. 
06010. 

Do. 

Connecticut... 

..  Hartford. .. 

_  Bristol,  city  of _ H  09  003  0090  01 

through 

H  09  003  0090  12 

Department  of  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection,  Division  of  Water  and 
Related  Resources,  Room  207,  State 

Do. 

Do . .  Litchfield . Winsted,  city  of...  H  09  008  0850  01 

through 

H  09  005  0850  07 

Do . Windham . Putnam,  city  of...  H  09  015  0590  01 

through 

H  09  016  0690  02 

Do . Windham . Thompson,  H  09  016  0749  01 

town  of.  through 

H  09  015  0749  04 

Delaware .  Kent .  Clayton,  town  of..  H  10  001  0090  01 


Office  Bldg.,  Hartford,  Conn.  06115. 
Connecticut  Insurance  Department, 
State  Capitol  Bldg.,  165  Capitol 
Ave.,  Hartford,  Conn.  06115. 

. do . 


.  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Winsted,  Conn. 
06098. 

.do . . . Mayor,  Putnam,  Conn.  06260... . . 


.do. . .  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Thompson,  Conn. 

06277. 


President,  Town  Council,  Clayton, 
Del.  19938. 


Do .  Kent .  Frederica,  town 

of. 

Do . Kent . Harrington,  city 

of. 

Florida .  Broward . Lauderdale 

Lakes,  city  of. 


H  10  001  0190  01 

H  10  001  0220  01 

H  12  011  1781  01 
through 

H  12  011  1781  02 


Georgia .  Brantley. 


Nahunta,  city  of...  H  130014  01 
through 
H  130014  02 


President,  Town  Council,  Frederica, 
Del.  19946. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Harrington,  Del. 
19962. 

City  of  Lauderdale  Lakes,  4300  NW. 
36th  St.,  Lauderdale  Lakes,  Fla. 
33313. 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  Nahunta,  Ga.  31563. 


Do .  Camden. 


...  St.  Marys,  city  of.  H  130027  01 
through 
H  130027  06 

Do . Dougherty . Albany,  city  of _ H  130075  01 

through 
H  130075  08 

Floyd .  Borne,  city  of . H  130081  01 

through 
H  130081  10 

...  Camilla,  city  of...  H  130137  01 


Do. 


Do . Mitchell. 


through 
H  130137  04 

Do . Butts . Jackson,  city  of...  H  13  035  2890  01 

through 

H  13  035  2890  02 

Do . Wilkinson .  Gordon,  city  of...  H  13  319  2420  01 

through 

H  13  319  2420  04 

Do . Worth .  Poulan,  city  of _ H  13  321  4480  01. 

Idabo... .  Canyon . . . Parma,  city  of. _ H  16  027  1340  01. 


Division  of  Soil  and  Water  Conserva¬ 
tion,  Department  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources  and  Environmental  Control, 

Tatnall  Bldg.,  Capital  Complex, 

Dover,  Del.  19901. 

Delaware  Insurance  Department,  21 
The  Green,  Dover,  Del.  19901. 

. do . 

. do . . . 

Department  of  Community  Affairs, 

2671  Executive  Center  Circle  East, 

Howard  Bldg.,  Tallahassee,  Flo. 

32301. 

State  of  Florida  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  Treasurer’s  Office,  The  Capi¬ 
tol,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  32304. 

Department  of  Natural  Resources, 

Office  of  Planning  and  Research, 

270  Washington  St.,  8W.,  Room  707, 

Atlanta,  Ga.  30334. 

Georgia  Insurance  Department,  State 

-  Capitol,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30334. 

_ do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  St.  Marys,  Ga. 

31558. 

. do . . . . . Albany-Dougherty  Council,  Planning 

Commission,  P.O.  Box  1827,  Al¬ 
bany,  Ga.  31702. 

. do .  City  Manager’s  Office,  City  Hall, 

Rome,  Ga.  30161. 

. do . . . . .  City  Hall,  City  of  Camilla,  Camilla, 

Ga.  31730. 

. do . . . . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Jackson,  Ga.  30233. 

. do .  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Gordon,  Ga.  31031. 


-do. 


Department  of  Water  Administration, 
State  House,  Annex  2,  Boise,  Idaho 
83707. 

Idaho  Department  of  Insurance, 
Room  206,  Statehouse,  Boise,  Idaho 
83707. 


Do . 

Do . 

_  Clearwater . 

_ Weippe,  city  of _ 

II  16  035  1878  01  . 
H  16  049  0310  01 

_ do . . . . 

Do . 

. do . 

city  of. 

H  16  049  0630  01 

Do . 

of.  ~ 

_ Jerome,  city  of... 

.  H  16  053  0830  01... 

_ do .  . . * . . 

Do . Kootenai. 


..  Spirit  Lake,  city  H  16  055  1710  01. . do 

of. 

Illinois . Henry-.. . Kewanee,  city  of . . 


Cook .  Tinley  Park, 

village  of. 


Do... . Douglas . Villa  Grove,  city 

of. 

Do . Macoupin . Staunton,  city  of 

Do . Du  Page . Westmont, 

village  of. 


H  170286  01 
through 
H  170286  02 
II  17  031  8620  01 
through 

n  17  031  8620  02 
H  17  041  8890  01 


Do. 


.do . Willowbrook, 

village  of. 


II  170434  01 . 

H  17  043  9250  01 
through 

H  17  043  9280  02 
H  17  043  9355  01 
through 

H  17  043  9356  02 

Do . Monroe . Columbia,  city  of.  H  170510  01 

through 
H  170510  02 

H  170513  01 _ 

H  170514  01 
through 
H  170514  02 


Governor’s  Task  Force  on  Flood  Con¬ 
trol,  P.O.  Box  476,  Lisle,  Ill.  60532.... 

Illinois  Insurance  Department,  509 
State  Office  Bldg.,  Springfield,  111. 
62702. 

. do . 

. do . 

_ do . 


Mayor,  Poulan,  Ga.  31781.. . . 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Parma,  Idaho 
83660. 


Mayor,  Weippe,  Idaho  83553 . . 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Cottonwood,  Idaho 
83522. 

Mayor,  City  nail,  Orangeville,  Idaho 
83530. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Jerome,  Idaho  83338: 
Mayor  of  Spirit  Lake,  Spirit  Lake, 
Idaho  83869. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  200  W.  3d  St., 
Kewanee,  IU  61443. 


President,  Tinley  Park,  Ill.  60477. 
Mayor, Villa  Grove,  HI.  61966 . 


do 
.  do 


DO...J . Montgomery _ Hillsboro,  city  of. . 

Do . do . Litchfield,  city  of. 


.do. 

.do. 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  8taunton,  Ill.  62088. . 
Mayor,  31  W.  Quincy  St.,  Westmont, 
IU.  60569. 

.  President.  7221  S.  Madison,  WiHow- 
brook,  IU.  60187. 

.  Mayor,  208  S.  Rapp,  Columbia,  HI. 

62m 

.  Mayor,  City  Hall,  HiUsboro,  HI.  62049. 

.  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Litchfield,  HI. 
62056. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 
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State 

County 

Location 

Map  No. 

State  map  repository 

• 

Do . 

• 

-  0*le - - - 

.  Polo,  city  of _ 

• 

H  170531  01 _ 

M  • 

_ do . 

Do . 

H  176567  01 _ 

Do  — 

of. 

H  170677  01 . . 

Do 

of. 

H  170678  01 . 

Do . 

.  East  Dundee, 

H  17  089  2550  «... 

_ do . . . . . 

Do . 

. McDonough _ 

village  of. 

.  Macomb,  city  of... 

H  17  109  5100  01  . 

_ do . . . 

Do _ 

through 

H  17  109  5100  02 
.  East  Alton,  village  H  17  119  2610  01 

Do . 

. Vermilion . 

of. 

.  DanviLle,  city  of. . 

through 

H  17  119  2510  03 

H  17  183  2220  01  . 

Do  .  .. 

. do . 

tli  rough 

H  17  183  2220  09 

H  17  183  3320  01... 

Do _ 

ol.  ” 

H  17  183  7200  01.. 

_ do . . 

Do _ 

H  17  199  5250  01 

Indiana . 

. Cass . 

.  Walton,  town  of... 

through 

H  17  199  5250  04 

H  180024  01 _ 

Division  of  Water,  Department  of 

Do 

H  180119  01 _  .. 

Natural  Resources,  608  State  Office 
Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 
Indiana  Insurance  Dept.,  509  State 
Office  Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

46204. 

Do . 

H  180155  01 

Do  .  .. 

through 

H  180155  02 

H  186216  01 

Do . 

of. 

through 

H  180216  02 

H  186294  01 

Do . 

. Marion . . 

city  ol. 

."Indianapolis. 

through 

H  186294  02 

H  18  097  2210  01 

. do . . . . . 

city  of. 

through 

H  18  097  2210  88 

H  IS  103  1010  01.. 

Do . 

.  Pike . 

.  Petersburg, 

II  18  125  3950  01 

. do . 

Iowa _ 

_  Allamakee . . 

city  of. 

.  New  Albin, 

through 

H  18  125  3950  02 

H  19  005  5990  01.. 

Iowa  Natural  Resources  Council. 

Do . 

_ Black  Hawk _ 

town  of. 

.  Evansdale. 

H  19  013  2800  01 

James  W.  Grimes  Bldg.,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50319. 

Iowa  Insurance  Department,  Lucas 
State  Office  Bldg.,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50319. 

. do . 

Do 

city  of. 

through 

H  19  013  2800  03 

II  19  023  3450  01.. 

Do  .... 

H  19  057  1120  01. . 

Do . 

. Guthrie  and 

of. 

Casey,  city  of . 

through 

n  19  057  1120  14 

11  19  077  1290  01.. 

. do . 

Do  .... 

Adair  Cos. 

..  Quthrie  Center, 

H  19  077  3550  01.. 

Do  . 

city  of. 

.  II  19  085  2180  01.. 

Do . 

_ Winnebago . . 

..  Forest  city,  City 

H  19  189  3000  01 

. do . 

Kansas . 

_ Johnson. . 

of. 

. .  Leawood,  city  of. 

through 

H  19  189  3000  04 
..  H  20  091  3030  01 

Division  of  Water  Resources,  State 

Kentucky. 

. Hardin . . . 

. .  West  Point,  city 

through 

II  20  091  3030  It 

H  210097  01 

Board  of  Agriculture,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66612. 

Kansas  Insurance  Department,  1st 
Floor,  Statehouse,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66612. 

Division  of  Water,  Kentucky  Depart- 

I)o _ 

of. 

t  hrough 
n  210097  62 

.  H  210124  01 

ment  of  Natural  Resources,  Ca|>ito( 
Plaza,  Office  Tower,  Frankfort,  Ky. 
40601. 

Kentucky  Insuranoe  Department, 
Old  Capitol  Annex,  Frankfort,  Ky. 
40601. 

Do  . 

through 

H  210124  03 
.  U  21  025  1720  01 

Do  .. 

through 

II  21  025  1720  02 
H  21036  01 

Do.... 

. Carlisle . 

city  of.  through 

H  21036  62 

Do  ... 

. :  Estill . 

...  Irvine,  city  of _ 

through 

II  21  039  0180  02 
.  II  21  065  1690  01 

_ do . 

through 

n  21  065  1690  02 

Local  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
of  areas  which 
have  special 
flood  hazards 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  Polo,  Ill.  6106* _ 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Pulaski,  Ill.  62976.. 

Mayor,  City  Hail,  Roseville,  Ill.  61473. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Nashville,  III. 
62263. 

President,  East  Dundee,  Ill.  60118 _ „• 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  Macomb,  Ill.  61455. 
Village  Council,  East  Alton,  Ill.  62024 .. 
Mayor,  City  Hall,  Danville,  Ill.  61832.. 
Mayor,  Georgetown,  Ill.  61646 . 


Mayor,  Rankin,  Ill  60060. 
Mayor.  Marion,  III.  62059.. 


Chairman,  Town  Board,  Walton,  Ind. 
46994. 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  Bicknell.  Ind.  47512. 
Town  Board,  Town  Hail,  Ingalls, 
Ind.  46068. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Greeneastle,  Ind. 
46135. 

Area  Plan  Commission,  Courthouse, 
Monticelio,  Ind.  47960. 

Department  of  Public  Works,  Repro¬ 
duction  Supervisor,  Division  of 
Flood  Control,  2421  City-County 
Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 
Chairman,  Town  Board,  Converse, 
Ind.  46919. 

Mayor,  City  nail,  Petersburg.  Ind. 
47567. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Newr  Albin,  Iowa 
52160. 


Evansdale  Urban  Renewal  Office, 
3459  Lafayette  Rd.,  Evansdale, 
Iowa  50707 

Mayor.  City  Hall.  Greene.  Iowa  50636..- 
Mayor.  City  Hall,  Burlington,  Iowa 
52601. 


Mayor,  Casey,  Iowa  50048 . . 

Mayor,  Guthrie  Center,  Iowa  50015 _ 

Mayor,  City  nail,  Dunlap,  Iowa 

51529. 

Mayor.  City  Hall,  Forest  City,  Iowa 
50436. 

Leawood  City  nail,  9615  Lee  Blvd., 
Leawood,  Kans.  66206. 


Mayor.  City  Hall,  West  Point,  Ky. 
40177. 


Mayor,  city  of  Shively,  Shively,  Ky. 
46216. 

Mayor.  Jackson,  Ky.  41349 . ; 


City  Hall,  city  of  Beattyville,  Beatty- 
ville,  Ky.  41311. 

Mayor,  Bardwell,  Ky.  42032 . . 

Chairman,  Irvine,  Ky.  40336 . . 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do; 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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County 


Map  No. 


State  map  repository 


Local  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
of  areas  which 
have  special 
hood  hazards 


* 

Do. 

m 

• 

H  21  065  2730  01.... 

• 

•  • 

• 

Do. 

Do. 

_  Floyd . 

H  21  071  3510  01 

...do . 

. . Mayor,  Wheelwright,  Ky.  41669 . 

Do. 

Do. 

town  of. 

through 

H  21  071  3510  02 

H  21  093  3370  01  .. 

Do 

of. 

through 

H  21  093  3370  02 

H  21  095  0258  01  .. 

i 

Do. 

Do. 

through 

H  21  095  0258  02 

H  21  095  1070  01... 

Do. 

Do. 

H  21  107  0960  01  . 

Do. 

Do 

of. 

through 

H  21  107  0960  03 

H  21  107  2150  01  . 

mission,  Earlingtou,  Ky.  42410. 

Do. 

Do 

city  of. 

through 

H  21  107  2150  03 

II  21  107  2300  01... 

Do. 

Do. 

- . do . 

town  of. 

II  21  107  2150  01... 

Do. 

Do 

town  of. 

H  21  123  1600  01  . 

Do. 

Do 

town  of. 

through 

H  21  123  1600  02 

H  21  137  3180  01  . 

42748. 

Do. 

Do 

through 

H  21  137  3180  04 

H  21  141  0130  01... 

Do. 

Do 

H  21  141  1960  01  . 

Do. 

Do. 

. do . 

of. 

. . Russelville.  city 

through 

H  21  141  1960  02 

H  21  141  2820  01  . 

_ do . . . 

. Mayor,  Russelville.  Kv.  42276 . . 

Do. 

Do. 


Pike. 


Do .  Union. 


through 

II  21  141  2820  04 
H  21  195  2640  01 
through 

H  21  195  2640  02 
H  2 1  226  2280  01 
through 

H  21  226  2280  02 

Do . . . do .  Sturgis,  town  of...  II  21  225  3230  01 

through 

II  21  225  3230  02 
H  21  225  3310  01 
through 

H  21  225  3310  02 
H  21  233  2920  01. 
II  21  237  0640  01. 
II  22  019  2400  01. 


Do. 


.do. 


of. 

Pikeville,  city  of. 


Morgan  field, 
town  of. 


Uniontown,  town 
of. 


Do _ Webster . . 

Do . Wolfe. . . 

Louisiana . Calcasieu  Parish. 


Sebree.  city  of _ 

Campton,  city  of.. 
Westlake,  town 
of. 


Do . Evangeline 

Parish. 


Do . Iberia  Parish. 


. do..: _ _ _ _ Mayor,  Pikeville,  Ky.  41501 . . 

. do . . 1 . .  Mayor,  Morganfield,  Ky.  42437 _ 

. do . Mayor,  Sturgis,  Ky.  42459 . 

. do . . . . . . . Mayor,  Uniontown,  Ky.  42161 _ 

. do . . . .  Mayor,  Sebree,  Ky.  42455.. . 

_ do _ _ _ Mayor,  Campton,  Ky.  41301 . . 

State  Department  of  Public  Works,  Mayor,  City  Hall,  701  Johnson,  West- 
P.O.  Box  44155,  Capitol  Station,  lake,  La.  70669. 

Baton  Rouge,  La.  70304. 

Louisiana  Insurance  Department. 

Box  44214,  Capitol  Station,  Baton 
Rouge,  La.  70804. 


Eo . Morehouse  Parish. 

Do . .  Rapides  Parish... 

Do . . do _ _ 

Do . St.  Tammany 

Parish. 

Do . West  Feliciana 

Parish. 

Maine .  Cumberland . . 


Massachusetts . . .  Hampden  - 


Ville  Platte, 
town  of. 

New  Iberia,  city 

ot 

Mer  Rouge. 

village  of. 
Cheney  vi  lie, 
town  of. 

H  22  039  2320  01 
through 

H  22  039  2320  02 

H  22  045  1680  01 
through 

II  22  045  1680  05 

H  22  067  1530  01.. 

H  22  079  0370  01.. 

. doT_ . . . . . 

_ do . . 

. do . . . . . . . 

II  22  079  1290  01.. 

town  of. 

Abita  Springs, 

H  22  103  0020  01 

_ do _ _ _ _ _ _ 

town  of. 

through 

H  22  103  0020  02 

St.  FrancisviUe, 

H  22  125  2080  01 

. do... . 

town  of. 

through 

n  22  125  20S0  02 

.  Scarltorough, 

II  23  005  7265  01 

Maine  Soil  and  Water  Conservation 

town  of. 

through 

Commission,  State  House,  Augusta, 

II  23  005  7265  04 

Maine  04330. 

Maine  Insurance  Department,  Capi¬ 
tol  Shopping  Center,  Augusta. 
Maine  04330. 

.  Wilbraham, 

II  25  013  1476  01 

Division  of  Water  Resources,  Water 

town  of. 

through 

Resources  Commission.  State  Office 

II  25  013  1476  06 

Bldg.,  100  Cambridge  8t.,  Boston, 
Mass.  02202. 

New  Iberia,  La.  70560. 


St.,  Mer  Rouge,  La.  71261. 


La.  71316. 
lavor.  Tow 
La.  70120. 


Town  Ilall,  Royal  St.,  St.  Francis- 
ville,  La.  70775. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Worcester. 

. do _ 

. do . 


Michigan _ Allegan. 


Barre.  town  of _ H  25  027  0079  01 

through 

H  25  027  0079  05 
.  Royalston,  town  H  25  027  1095  01 
of.  through 

H  25  027  1095  03 
Warren,  town  of...  H  25  027  1370  01 
through 

H  25  027  1370  12 
Plainwell,  city  of..  H  26  005  3990  01 
through 

H  26  005  3990  02 


Do . Eaton. 


Grand  Ledge, 
city  oL 


H  260068  01. 


Massachusetts  Division  of  Insurance, 

100  Cambridge  St.,  Boston,  Mass. 

02202. 

_ do . . . . Chairman,  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town 

Hall,  Barre,  Mass.  01005. 

. do . . . Chairman.  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town 

Hall,  Royalston,  Mass.  01374. 

_ do _ _ _ _ _ -  Chairman,  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town 

Hall,  Warren,  Mass.  01083. 

Water  Resources  Commission,  Bureau  Mayor  of  Plainwell,  Plainwell,  Mich, 
of  Water  Management,  Stevens  T.  49080. 

Mason  Bldg.,  Lansing,  Mich.  48926. 

Michigan  Insurance  Bureau,  111  N. 

MosmerSt.,  Lansing,  Midi.  48913. 

. do . . .  R.  J.  Cheesmond,  Building  Inspector, 

533  W.  Front  St.,  Grand  Ledge, 
Mich.  48837. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do; 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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State  County  Location 


Map  No.  State  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
Local  map  repository  of  areas  which 

have  special 
hood  hazards 


Do .  Genesee _ 

Do.... . Macomb... 

Do . -  Menominee. 

Do .  Oakland... 

Do . do . 

Do . Wayne . 

Do . ....do - 

Do . do . 

Do . Eaton . 

Do .  Genesee _ 

Do . do . 

Do .  Genesee. .. 

Do _  Kent . 

Do .  Lapeer - 

Do. . . Saginaw... 

Do . .  St.  Clair.. 

Do . . . Wayne _ 

Minnesota .  Anoka _ 


Do .  Big  Stone... 

Do .  Chippewa... 

Do .  Clay . . 

Do _ _ do..... 

Do.. _ Faribault.. 

Do . .  Fillmore... 

Do . Wabasha... 

Do _ Washington 

Do . Hennepin.. 

Do . . Isanti . 

Do . Itasca . 

Do . Kittson _ 

Do . Le  Sueur... 

Do . . Meeker _ 

Do .  Ramsey . . 

Do . . St.  Louis.. 

Do . ...do _ 

Do . Sibley _ 

Do . . ...do _ 

Do . Steams... 


Grand  Blanc, 
city  of. 


Warren,  city  of _ 


Stephenson,  city 
of. 

Bloomfield, 
township  of. 

Southfield,  city  of. 


Plymouth,  city 
of. 

River  Rouge, 
city  of. 

Wyandotte,  city 
of. 

Olivet,  city  of _ 

Davison,  city  of. 

Flushing.  city  of. . 


Swartz  Creek, 
city  of. 

East  Grand 
Rapids,  city  of. 

Lapeer,  city  of. .. 


Zilwaukee,  city  of 


H  260079  01 


H  260129  01 
through 
H  260129  12 
H  260139  01 . 

H  260169  01 
through 
H  260169  11 
H  260179  01 
through 
H  260179  08 
H  260236  01 _ 

II  260239  01 
through 
H  260239  05 
H  260246  01 
through 
H  260246  02 
II  26  015  3650  01 

II  26  019  1200  01 

H  26  019  1740  01 
through 

II  26  049  1740  02 
II  26  049  4795  01 
through 

H  26  049  4795  02 
II  26  081  1390  01 
through 

II  26  081  1390  02 
II  26  087  2710  01 
through 

II  26  087  2710  02 
II  26  145  5343  01 


Memphis,  H  26  147  3150  01 

village  of. 

Flat  Rock,  city  of.  H  26  163  1720  01 
through 

H  26  163  1720  02 
Fridley,  city  of  ...  H  270013  01 
through 
H  270013  05 


.  Graecville,  city  of. 
.'  Clara  City, 
city  of. 

.  Glyndon,  city  of.. 
.  Hawley,  city  of . . 


Minnesota  Lake, 
city  of. 

Mal>el,  village  of.. 
Elgin,  city  of. . 

Hugo,  city  of . 


Richfield,  city  of. 


Cambridge,  city 

of. 

Marble,  city  of. .. 


Iiallock,  city  of. . 


II  27  011  2810  01 
H  27  023  1230  01 
through 

H  27  023  1230  02 
H  27  027  2740  01 
H  27  027  3140  01 
through 

H  27  027  3140  02 
H  27  043  4800  01 

H  27  (M5  4380  01 
H  270484  01 

H  270504  01 
through 
H  270504  12 
H  27  053  5910  01 
through 

II  27  053  5910  04 
If  27  059  1020  01 
through 

H  27  059  1020  02 
H  27  061  4640  01 
through 

H  27  061  4540  04 
H  27  069  2970  01 


Waterville,  city  of. 


Cosmos,  city  of. . 
Maplewood,  city 

Biwabik,  city  of. 


Yirginia,  city  of... 


Arlington,  city 
of. 

Winthrop,  city  of.. 
Holdingford  ,city 

of. 


H  27  079  7390  01 
through 

H  27  079  7390  02 

II  27  O.I3  1610  01. 

H  27  123  4536  01 
through 

n  27  123  4536  05 

H  27  137  0660  01 
through 

II  27  137  0660  02 

II  27  137  7200  01 
through 

H  27  137  7200  04 

II  27  143  0230  01 
through 

H  27  143  0230  02 

H  27  143  7680  01. 

H  27  146  3360  01. 


_ do . . ; _ _ _ _ _  Genesee  County  Drain  Commis¬ 
sioner,  Division  of  Water  and  Waste 
Services,  6-4610  Beecher  Rd.,  Flint, 
Mich.  48504. 

_ do . Warren  Municipal  Bldg.,  29500  Van 

Dyke  Ave.,  Warren,  Mich.  48093. 

_ do . . . City  Hall,  Samuel  St.,  Stephenson, 

Mich.  49887. 

_ do . . .  Township  Supervisor,  4200  Telegraph 

Rd.,  Bloomfield  Hills,  Mich.  48013. 

_ do .  Southfield  Municipal  Bldg.,  Planning 

Department,  26000  Evergreen  Rd., 
Southfield,  Mich.  48076. 

_ do . .  Mayor,  201  S.  Main  St.,  Plymouth, 

Mich.  48170. 

_ do . —  Office  of  City  Clerk,  River  Rouge 

Civic  Center,  1381  Coolidge  High¬ 
way,  River  Rouge,  Mich.  48218. 

do . . . 'Engineering  Department,  3131  Biddle 

Ave.,  Wyandotte,  Mich.  48192. 

_ do . Wilma  Henry,  Clerk,  City  Hall,  106 

S.  Main,  Olivet,  Mich.  49076. 

_ do . . .  City  Manager,  200  E.  Flint  St., 

Davison,  Mich.  48423. 

_ do .  .  .  City  Manager,  309  E.  Main  St., 

Flashing,  Mich.  48433. 

..do . . .  City  Manager,  Swartz  Creek,  Mich. 

48473. 

_ do . Mayor,  760  Lakeside  SE.,  East  Grand 

Rapids,  Mich.  49506. 

..  do . .  City  Manager,  City  Hall,  Lapeer, 

Mich.  48446. 

. .  do . . . .  Milwaukee  Township  Supervisor,  1671 

E.  Bay  City  Rd.,  Route  2,  Bay 
City,  Mich.  48706. 

_ do .  Mayor,  City  Hall,  81195  Church, 

Memphis,  Mich.  48041. 

_ do . 1 . Mayor,  Flat  Rock,  Mich.  48134 . 

Division  of  Waters,  Soils  and  Minerals,  Planning  Department,  Fridley  City 
Department  of  Natural  Resources,  Hall,  6431  University  Ave.  NE., 
Centennial  Office  Bldg.,  St.  Paul,  Fridley,  Minn.  55421. 


Minn.  55101. 

Minnesota  Division  of  Insurance, 
R-210  State  Office  Bldg.,  St.  Paul, 


Minn.  55101. 

.--do.—— . - . Mayor,  GraceviUe,  Minn.  56240. 

...do . — .  Mayor,  Clara  City,  Minn.  56222. 


.do . Mayor,  Glyndon,  Minn.  56547 . . 

.do.  .  .  City  Hall,  City  of  Hawley,  Hawley, 

Minn.  56549. 

.do. . Mayor,  Minnesota  Lake,  Minn.  56068— 

.do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Mabel.  Minn.  55954. 

.do . Mayor,  Village  Hall,  Elgin,  Minn. 

55932. 

do . Mayor.  Village  Hall,  5524  Upper  146 

St.  N.,  Hugo,  Minn.  55038. 

.do . Mayor,  Richfield,  Minn.  55423 . 


do . . . Mayor,  Cambridge.  Minn.  55008. 


do . Mayor,  Marble,  Minn.  66764. 


do  . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Iiallock,  Minn. 

x  56728. 

do.  .  . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Waterville,  Minn. 

66096. 

.do . . Mayor,  Cosmos,  Minn.  66228 _ _ 

.do. . . . Municipal  Building,  1880  Frost  Ave., 

Maplewood,  Minn.  55117. 

.do . Mayor,  Biwabik,  Minn.  66708 . . 


do . Planning  and  Zoning  Commission, 

Virginia,  Minn.  66792. 

.do . . . - . —  Mayof,  Arlington,  Minn.  66307 . 


.do . . . Mayor,  Winthrop,  Minn.  66396. ; 

.do . i  Mayor,  Holdingford,  Minn.  66340——. j 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 
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State  County  Location  Map  No. 


Effective  data 
of  identification 

State  map  repository  Local  map  repository  of  areas  which 

have  special 
hood  hazards 


I»o. 

Do. 


Stearns . Kimball,  city  of.. 

Seift.. . . Benson,  city  of... 


II  27  145  3820  01 
H  27  151  0550  01 
through 
H  27  151  0550  02 

Do _ _ _ Washington . Lake  Elmo,  village  II  27  163  3910  01 

of.  through 

H  27  163  3910  08 

Do . .  Winona _ : _ Goodview,  city  of.  H  27  169  2800  01. 

Do . Wright . at.  Michael,  city  H  27  171  6320  01. 

of. 

Missouri _ Adair _ Kirksville,  city  of.  II  29  001  4230  01 

through 

H  29  001  4230  03 


-do . . . .  Mayor,  Kimball,  Minn.  55353. 

.do . Mayor,  Beuson,  Minn.  56215... 


-do . .  Mayor,  Village  Clerk,  Village  of  Lake 

Elmo,  1194  Upper  33d  St.  N.,  Lake 
Elmo,  Minn.  55042. 

.do . . . . .  Mayor,  Goodview,  Minn.  55987 _ 

.do . . . . . . Mayor,  St.  Michael,  Minn.  55376— . 


Do . 

_ Audrain . 

.... 

Do . 

_ Callaway _ 

.... 

Do . 

....  Clay . .  . 

Do . 

_ Clinton  and 

De  Kalb. 

Do . 

_ Douglas - 

.... 

Do  .  . 

Do . 

_ do . . 

Do . 

_  Jaspor _ 

.... 

Do _ 

_ Jefferson . 

.... 

Do . 

_ Laclede . 

—  - 

Do . 

_ Lawrence - 

.... 

Do _ 

_ McDonald _ 

.... 

Do . 

Do 

_ New  Madrio. 

City  of. 

Do . 

Do . 

_ _ St.  Louis . 

Vandalia,  city  of.. 

Fulton,  city  of _ 

Gladstone,  city  of. 
Cameron,  city  of.. 

Ava,  city  of . 

Alban/,  city  of. .. 
Stanberry,  city  of. 
Sareoxie,  city  of. . . 


ITercultineum, 
city  of. 


Lebanon,  city  of. . 


Marionville,  city 
of. 


Anderson,  city  of.. 


H  29  007  7960  01 
through 

H  29  007  7960  02 
H  29  027  2960  01 
through 

TT  29  027  2960  05 
H  29  047  3114  01 
1 hrough 

II  29  047  3114  04 
II  29  049  1350  01 
through 

II  29  019  1350  02 
H  29  067  0440  01 
through 

II  29  067  0440  02 
II  29  075  0060  01 
through 

H  29  075  0060  04 
H  29  075  7480  01 
through 

II  29  075  7480  02 
II  29  097  7170  01 
through 

H  29  097  7170  02 
II  29  099  3620  01 
through 

II  29  099  3620  01 
H  29  105  4480  01 
through 

H  29  105  4480  04 
II  29  109  4910  01 
through 

11  29  l(ri  49 tO  02 
II  29  119  0200  01 


Howardville,  city  II  2ft  1 13  3S22  01 
of. 

Lilbourn,  city  of. . 


Water  Resources  Board.  P.O.  Bo*  271,  Mayor,  1502  E.  Jefferson,  Kirksville, 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.  65101.  Mo.  65679. 

Division  of  Insurance,  P.O.  Box  690, 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.  65101. 

_ do . . . 


_ Mayor.  City  Hall)  Vandalia,  Mo. 

63382. 

-do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Fulton,  Mo.  65251.. 

-do . . . City  Hall,  Gladstone,  Mo.  64118 . 


—  .do . .  City  Manager,  City  Hall,  Cameron, 

Mo.  64429. 

...do . . . Mayor.  Ava,  Mo.  65608 . . . . 

...do . . . . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Albany,  Mo.  64402.. 

...do . . 

...do . . 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  Stanberrv,  Mo. 
64489. 


. . . . . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Sareoxie,  Mo.  64862. 

do . . City  Hall,  Herculaneum,  Mo.  63048... 


.do _ _ _ Building  Official,  City  Hall,  P.O.  Box 

111,  Lebanon,  Mo.  65536. 

do . . . Mayor  and  City  Council,  City  Hall, 

•  Marionville,  Mo.  65705. 

.do . 


Matthews,  city  of. 


II  29  143  4600  01 
through 

H  29  143  4600  02 
H  29  143  5050  01 
through 

H  29  143  5050  02 


through 

H  29  189  2690  03 

Nebraska . 

Douglas . 

H  31  055  4970  01.. 

Do . 

H  31  111  4710  01-. 

lage  of. 

Do . 

II  31  155  0210  01.. 

New  Jersey . 

Hudson . 

.  Bayonue,  eity  of.. 

.  II  31  017  0190  01 

through 

H  31  017  0190  03 

Do . 

Mercor . 

_ Washington. 

11  34  021  2895  01 

township  of. 

through 

H  34  021  2895  06 

Do _ _ 

Monmouth.. 

_ Monmouth 

II  34  025  1980  01 

Beach,  borough 

through 

of. 

H  34  025  1980  04 

Do . . 

Sussex . 

. Stanhope. 

H  34  037  3230  01 

borough  of. 

Do _ 

do _ 

.  Franklin, 

II  34  037  1070  01 

borough  of. 

through 

H  34  037  1070  02 

Do... . 

. do . . 

, . Ogdensburg, 

H  34  037  2410  01 

borough  of. 

Do . 

II  31  031  &500  01 

borough  of. 

through 

H  34  031  3500  Ol 

New  Mexico . 

Colfax . 

. Cimarron. 

H  35  007  0160  01 

.  village  of. 

through 

II  35  007  0100  02 

.  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Anderson,  Mo. 

64831. 

. do. . . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Howardville,  Mo. 

63869. 

. do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Lilbourn,  Mo. 

63862. 

. do _ _ _ _ Mayor,  City  Hall,  Matthews,  Mo.  61469. 

_ do . . City  Hall,  Fenton,  Mo.  63026 . _ 


Nebraska  Natural  Resources,  Com*  Mayor,  City  Hall.  215  N.  Spruce, 
mission,  P.O.  Box  91725,  State  House  Valley.  Nebr.  68001. 

Station,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68509. 

Nebraska  Insurance  Department,  1335 
L  St.,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68509. 

. do _ _ Mayor,  Sutherland,  Nebr.  69165 _ 


.do. 


Bureau  of  Water  Control,  Department 
of  Environmental  Protection,  P.O. 
Box  1390,  Trenton,  N.J.  08625. 

New  Jersey  Department,  of  Insurance. 
State  House  Annex,  Trenton,  N.J. 
08625. 

. do . 


City  Council,  City  Hall,  Ashland, 
Nebr.  68003. 

Mayor,  Bayonne,  N.J.  07002 _ : 


Mayor.  Township  of  Washington, 
Route  130.  Box  A,  RobbinsviUe, 
N.J.  08691. 

Clerk’s  Office,  Municipal  Bldg.,  Mon¬ 
mouth  Beach,  N.J.  07750. 


.do . . . . . Mayor,  Stanhope,  N.J.  07874. 

.do . Mayor,  Franklin,  N.J.  07416.. 


_ do . .  Mayor,  Ogdensburg,  N.J.  07439 . .• 

_ do . . . .  Mayor,  Boro  of  Wanaque,  579  Ring- 

wood  Ave.,  Ring  wood,  N.J.  07465. 

State  Engineer’s  Office,  Bataan  Me-  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Cimarron,  N.  Me*, 
morial  Bldg.,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.  87714. 

87501. 

New  Mexico  Department  of  Insur¬ 
ance,  P.O.  Box  1269,  Santo  Fe,  N. 

Mex.  87501. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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State 

County 

Location 

Map  No. 

* 

Do . 

* 

...  San  Juan . . 

.  Bloomfield,  village 

• 

H  35  045  0115  01. 

...  Allegany. . . 

of. 

.  Alfred,  town  of _ 

H  36  003  0100  01 

Do . 

...  Broome.  . . 

.  Maine,  town  of _ 

through 

II  36  003  0100  02 

11  36  007  3453  01 

Do . 

...  Cattaraugus - 

.  Limestone,  village 

of. 

.  New  Albion, 

through 

II  36  007  3453  05 

H  36  009  3250  01.  .. 

Do . 

. do _ 

H  36  009  4042  01 

Do . 

town  of. 

.  Perrysburg.  town 

through 

H  30  009  4042  10 

II  36  009  4761  01 

Do _ 

. -do . . 

of. 

.  Persia,  town  of - 

through 

H  36  009  4761  09 
H  36  009  4764  01 

Do . 

...  Cayuga - 

.  Springport,  town 

through 

H  36  009  4764  02 

H  36  011  5933  01 

Do . . . 

...  Chautaugua - 

of. 

_  Westfield, 

through 

H  .36  011  5933  02 

11  36  013  6490  01 

Do . 

village  of. 

.  Stamford, 

through 

H  36  013  6490  02 

H  36  025  5950  01 

Do _ 

...  Erie - - 

village  of. 

.  Alden,  village  of  . 

11  36  029  0070  01 

Do . 

. do-  . 

.  Clarence,  town  of.. 

through 

H  36  029  0070  02 

II  36  029  1170  01 

Do _ 

_  do . . 

.  Manila,  town  of.  . 

through 

II  36  029  1170  13 

H  36  029  3569  01 

Do.  _ 

. do - 

Springville; 

through 

H  36  029  3569  04 
n  36  029  5940  01 

Do . 

. .  Jefferson . .  . 

village  of. 

..  Chaymont,  vill- 

through 

II  36  029  5940  02 

H  36  045  1110  01. _ 

Do.  _ 

. do - 

age  of. 

.  Philadelphia, 

It  36  049  4780  01 

Do _ 

...  Livingston  - 

village  of. 

.  Mt.  Morris,  town 

11  36  051  0387  01 

Do _ 

...  Nassau . — 

of. 

.  Island  Park. 

through 

11  36  Oil  0387  13 

11  36  059  >910  01 

Do _ 

...  Niagara.  . 

village  of. 

. .  Newfane,  town  of. 

H  36  063  4070  01 

Do . 

.  .do _ 

. .  Wilson,  town  of. . . 

through 

H  36  063  4070  04 

II  36  063  6729  01 

Do . 

...  Oneida . 

.  Bridgewater, 

through 

II  36  063  6729  04 

11  36  065  0650  01 

Do . 

village  of. 

H  36  065  2710  01 

Do _ 

...  Onondaga _ 

village  of. 

...  Geddes,  town  of. . 

H  36  067  2248  01 
through 

II  36  067  2248  04 
.  If  36  069  2260  01 

Do . 

...  Ontario _ 

.  Geneva,  city  of. . . 

Do . 

.  . .do . 

.  Richmond,  town 

through 

H  36  069  2260  03 
H  36  069  5177  01 

Do . 

_  Orange . 

of. 

...  Door  Park,  town 

through 

H  36  069  5177  14 
H  36  071  1455  01 

Do . 

_ Otsego - 

of. 

...  Cooperstown, 
village  of. 

...  Middleville, 

through 

II  36  071  1455  06 
11  36  077  1320  01 

Do . 

H  36  093  3740  01 

Do . 

_  Steuben _ 

village  of. 

.  Arkport,  village 

H  36  101  0260  01 

Do . 

of. 

.  11  36  101  5510  01 

Do . 

.  Ulster _ 

...  Kingston,  city  of. 

.  II  36  111  3000  01 

Do . 

. . do.. . 

...  New  Paltz,  town 

through 

H  36  111  3060  03 
11  36  111  4101  01 

Do _ 

of. 

through 

11  36  111  4101  03 
H  36  119  1550  01. 

Do . 

village  of. " 

...  Pelham,  village 

H  36  119  4710  01. 

Do . 

_ Wyoming . 

of. 

...  Warsaw,  village  of.  H  36  121  6400  01 

Do . 

. do . . . . 

- Wyoming,  village 

through 

H  36  121  6400  02 
H  36  121  6810  01. 

Do . 

. Yates . 

of. 

_ Milo,  town  of _ 

.  H  36  123  3792  01 

through 

H  86  123  3790  11 

State  map  repository 


. do . 

New  Y<yk  State  Department  of  En¬ 
vironmental  Conservation,  Division 
of  Resources  Management  Services, 
Bureau  of  Water  Management,  Al¬ 
bany,  N.Y.  12201. 

New  York  State  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  123  Williams  St.,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10038,  and  Albany,  N.Y.  12210. 
. do . 


do. 

do. 


.  .do 
do  . 
do., 
do.. 

.do  . 

-do_- 

-do._ 
-do. . 

do 

do., 
-do 
.do  . 

.do.. 

do 


do 


do. 

do. 

.do 


do. 


do 


.do. 


.do _ 

.do _ 

.do _ 

-do.„ 
do _ 


.do. 


-do. 

.do. 

do. 

.do. 

.do. 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
Local  map  repository  of  areas  which 

have  special 
liood  hazards 


•  • 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Bloomfield,  N.  Do. 
Mex.  87413. 

Supervisor,  Town  Office,  Alfred,  N.Y.  Do. 
14802. 


.  Town  Supervisor,  Town  of  Maine  Do. 
Rural  Delivery  No.  2,  Johnson  City, 

N.Y.  13790. 

.  Mayor,  Limestone,  N.Y.  14753 .  Do. 

..  Supervisor,  Town  of  New  Albion,  Do. 
Cattaraugus,  N.Y.  14719. 

.  Supervisor,  Town  of  Perrysburg,  Do. 
Perrysburg,  N.Y.  14129. 

Supervisor,  Persia,  N.Y.  14070 .  Do. 

Springport  Town  Board,  Union  Do. 

Springs,  N.Y.  13160. 

Village  Board,  Westfield,  N.Y.  14787. ..  Do. 

Major,  Stamford,  N.Y.  12167 .  Do. 

Town  Office,  13280  Broadway,  Alden,  Do. 
N.Y.  14004. 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  6185  Goodrich  Do. 
Road,  Clarence  Center,  N.Y.  14032. 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  8-1740  Two  Do. 
Rod  Road,  Marllla,  N.Y.  14102. 

Major,  Springville,  N.Y.  14141 .  Do. 

Mayor,  Chaymont,  N.Y.  13622 . Do. 

Supervisor,  Philadelphia,  N.Y.  13673. .  Do. 

Town  Hall.  Town  of  Mt.  Morris,  Mt.  Do. 
Morris,  N.Y.  14510. 

Village  Clerk,  127  Long  Bewett  Rd.,  Do. 

Island  Park,  N.Y .  11558. 

Town  Hall,  Transit  Rd.  and  McKee  Do. 
St.,  Newfane,  N.Y.  14108. 

Town  Hall,  375  South  Lake  St.  Do. 
Wilson,  N.Y.  14172. 

Mayor,  Village  Hall,  Bridgewater,  Do. 

N.Y.  13313. 

.  Mayor,  Holland  Patent,  N.Y.  13354...  Do. 

.  Supervisor,  1000  Woods  Rd.,  Town  of  Do. 

Geddes,  Solvay,  N.Y.  13209. 

.  City  Manager,  Geneva,  N.Y.  14456.  Do. 

.  Supervisor,  Town  of  Richmond,  Do. 

lloneoye,  N.Y.  14471. 

.  Supervisor,  Town  of  Deer  Park,  Town  Do. 

Hall,  CuddebackviUe,  N.Y.  12729. 

.  Mayor,  Cooperstown,  N.Y.  13326.  Do. 

.  Mayor,  Middleville,  N.Y.  13406.  Do. 

.  Mayor,  Village  Board,  Arkport,  N.Y.  Do. 
14807. 

.  Village  Hall,  Village  of  Sanona,  Sanona,  Do. 
NTY.  14879. 

..  Office  of  City  Engineer,  City  Hall,  Do. 
Meadow  St.,  Kingston,  N.Y.  12401. 

Do. 

.  Town  Supervisor,  New  Paltz,  N.Y. 

12561. 

..  Mayor,  112  Main  St.,  Dobbs  Ferry,  Do. 
N.Y.  10522. 

.  Mayor,  195  Sparks  Ave.,  Pelham,  Do. 
N.Y.  10803. 

.  Mayor,  Village  Office,  South  Main  St.,  Do. 
Warsaw,  N.Y.  14569. 

..  Town  Supervisor,  Town  Clerk’s  Do. 

Office,  Wyoming,  N.Y.  14591. 

.  Town  Supervisor,  Milo,  N.Y .  Do. 
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State 

County 

• 

• 

Ohio..;.;.-.™; 

Athens . 

Dn  - rr-  _ 

. do . 

Do . 

Do..r. _ 

Franklin... . 

Do...;;-.;... 

. do . 

Do . 

. do . 

Butler . . 

Do  — _ 

Do  . 

Do.-;..... 

Cuyahoga.. _ 

Do..:;...... 

. do . . 

Do . 

Do  ... 

Do  -- _ 

Delaware . . 

Do- _ 

Do  —  _  — 

Do..;-;..;..; 

Franklin . 

Do- 

Do 

Do  _ -  _. 

Do..;.;.;... 

. do . 

Location 


Map  No. 


State  map  repository 


Local  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
of  areas  which 
have  special 
flood  hazards 


Jacksonville, 
village  of. 


H  39  001 


city  of. 


of. 


village  of. 


village  of. 


village  of. 

Grandview 
Heights,  city  of. 
Irove  City, 
city  of. 

fackson,  city  of... 
3entersburg, 
village  of. 
Danville,  village 
of. 

.do _  Gambier,  village 

of. 


Do.. _ _  Lorain . .  Lorain,  city  of.... 

Do . .  Mahoning . .  Canfield,  village 

of. 

Do..; . Montgomery . Centerville,  city 

of. 

Do.-.-.-r...  Morgan... . .  McConnelsville, 

village  of. 


JI  39  009  3020  01.. 

H  39  003  2170  01 
through 

H  39  003  2170  02 
H  39  049  0168  01 
through 

H  39  049  0168  02 
H  39  049  0170  01 
.  through 
II  39  049  0171  02 
H  39  049  0178  01 
through 

H  39  049  0178  05 
.  H  39  017  5230  01 
through 

H  39  017  5230  05 
H  39  0269  01 
through 
H  39  0269  04 
H  39  027  9090  01 
through 

H  39  027  9090  03 
H  39  035  6130  01 
through 

H  39  035  6130  03 
H  39  035  6360  01 
through 

H  39  035  6360  06 
.  H  39  039  2130  01 
through 

n  39  039  2130  04 
H  39  039  3460  01.. 

.  H  39  041  2150  01 
through 

H  39  041  2150  05 
H  39  045  4050  01 
through 

H  39  045  4050  07 
H  39  047  3780  01 
through 

H  39  047  3780  02 
H  39  049  3090  01. 

H  39  049  3200  01 
through 

H  39  049  3200  05 
H  39  079  3720  01. 
H  39  083  1440  01. 

H  39  083  2070  01. 

H  39  083  2820  01 
through 

H  39  083  2820  02 
H  39  093  0351  01. 


Ohio  Department  of  Natural  Re-  Mayor,  Jacksonville,  Ohio  45740 . 

sources,  Fountain  8q.,  Columbus, 

Ohio  43224. 

Director  of  Insurance,  State  of  Ohio, 

Department  of  Insurance,  115  East 
Rich  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 

. do . . . . . .  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Glouster,  Ohio 

45732. 

_ do . . . .  Mayor,  City  Bldg.,  Delphos,  Ohio.... 


.do . . . . . Bexley  City  Hall,  Bexley,  Ohio  43209. 


.do . . . Mayor,  City  of  Gahanna,  Gahanna, 

Ohio  43230. 

.do . . . .  Office  of  City  Engineer,  3600  Tremont 

Rd.,  Upper  Arlington,  Ohio  43221. 

.do . . . . . . . Mayor,  Monroe,  Ohio  45050 _ 


...do . . . . . . .  Mayor,  City  Bldg.,  Hillsboro,  Ohio 

45133. 

...do . . . . . Mayor,  City  Bldg.,  Wilmington,  Ohio 

45177. 

..  do . . . .  Mayor,  Village  Hall,  24800  Broadway, 

Oakwood  Village,  Ohio  44137. 

...do . . . .- . . . Mayor,  Parma,  Ohio  44129 . ....- 

...do. . . . ; . . Mayor,  DeFiance,  Ohio  43512 . 


-do. . . . . . .; _ Mayor,  Hicksville,  Ohio  43526 _ s 

.do - - - City  Manager,  Delaware,  Ohio  43015.. 


.do . . _ Mavor,  City  Bldg.,  Lancaster,  Ohio 

43130. 

-do . . .  Mayor,  Jeffersonville,  Ohio  43128 _ .; 


-do . . . . Mayor,  Grandview  Heights,  Ohio 

43212. 

-do . . .;. _ ........ _ Mayor,  Grove  City,  Ohio  43123 . 


-do . . . . Mayor,  Jackson,  Ohio  45640 _ 

.do . . . . . . . .  Mayor,  Centersburg,  Ohio  43011. 


.do . . . . . . . .  Mayor,  Danville,  Ohio  43011 . . a 

.do . . .  Mayor,  Gambier,  Ohio  43022 . s 


H  39  099  1310  01 
through 

H  39  099  1310  02 
H  39  113  1460  01 
through 

H  39  113  1460  04 
H  39  115  4530  01. 


.do . . . ;— r—  Department  of  Community  Develop¬ 

ment,  Room  306,  Broadway  Bldg., 
Lorain,  Ohio  44052. 

.do . . . . .  City  Manager,  Canfield,  Ohio  44406... 

.do . . ............ _ _  Mayor,  Centerville,  Ohio  45459 . ; 

.do . . _ Mayor,  McConnelsville,  Ohio  43756.. .-3 


Do . 

H  39  127  5700  01 

Do  - 

village  of.” 

Glandorf, 
village  of. 
Mansfield,  city  of.. 

through 

H  39  127  5700  02 
H  39  137  2960  01 

Do 

H  39  139  4680  01 
through 

Do-;—;.;. 

Stark . 

Louisville,  city  of. 

H  39  139  4680  11 
H  39  151  4390  01 
through 

H  39  151  4390  03 
H  39  151  5930  01 
through 

H  39  151  5930  05 
H  39  155  4540  01 

Hn 

Do  . - 

Do  --i-r 

city  of. 

Do.—.;;.;. 

Tuscarawas . 

village  of. 
Newcomerstown, 

H  39  157  5650  01 

Do  - --  v: 

village  of. 

through 

H  39  157  5650  02 
H  39  159  6920  01 

Oklahoma . 

Commanche . 

village  of. 

Cache,  town  of.... 

H  40  031  0690  01. 

.  Oklahoma  Water  Resources  Board, 

Do..;—;.;;  Greer...;...;.....  Mangtun,  city  of..  H  40  055  2990  01. 


2241  NW  40th  St.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73527. 

Okla.  73112. 

Oklahoma  Insurance  Department, 

Room  408  Will  Rogers  Memorial 
Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73105. 

. do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  201  N.  Oklahoma, 

Mangum,  Okla.  73554. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do; 

Do; 

Do. 

Do. 

Do; 

Do. 

Do; 

Do; 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do; 

Do. 

Do. 

Do; 

Do; 

Do. 

Do; 

Do; 

Do; 

Do. 

Do; 

Do. 

Do. 

Do; 

Do< 

Do; 

Do; 

Do; 

Do; 

Do; 

Do; 

Dm 
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State 


County 


Location 


Map  No. 


State  map  repository 


Local  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
of  areas  which 
have  special 
flood  hazards 


Oregon. 


Marlon . . Mount  Angel, 

city  of. 


Do _ ... 

Pennsylvania. 


Umatilla . Weston,  city  of....  H  41  059  2220  01. 

Bradford . Sayre,  borough  of_  H  42  015  7410  01 

through 

H  42  015  7410  03 


H  41  047  1440  01..  Executive  Department,  State  of 
Oregon,  Salem,  Oreg.  97310. 

Oregon  Insurance  Division,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  158  12th  St. 
NE.,  Salem,  Oreg.  97310. 


Do.. 

Do.. 

Do.. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do . 

Do . 

Do . . 

South  Carolina.. 


Bucks . Northampton, 

township  of. 

Clearfield _ Houtzdale, 

borough  of. 

Lackawanna . Archbald, 

borough  of. 

Lancaster . Ephrata,  borough 

of. 

Lycoming . Lycoming,  town¬ 

ship  of. 

Mercer. . .  Shenango,  town¬ 

ship  of. 

Northampton . Williams,  town- 

.  ship  of.  >. 


Northumberland..  Lo  wer  Augusta, 
township  of. 

Potter . Austin,  borough 

of. 

York . . Penn,  township, 

of. 


H  42  017  6014  01 
through 

H  42  017  6014  08 
H  42  033  3760  01.. 

H  42  069  0200  01 
through 

H  42  069  0200  07 
H  42  071  2630  01 
through 

H  42  071  2630  05 
H  42  081  4625  01 
through 

H  42  081  4625  05 
H  42  085  7696  01 
through 

H  42  085  7596  08 
H  42  096  9300  01 
through 

H  42  095  9369  08 

n  42  09V  4601  01 
through 

H  42  097.  4601  02 
II  42  105  0320  01 
through 

H  42  106  0320  02 
H  42  133  6487  01 
tli  rough 

H  42  133  6487  02 

Aiken . Jackson,  town  of...  H  450006  01 


Department  of  Community  Affairs, 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17120. 

PennsylvaiJa  Insurance  Department, 
108  Finance  Bldg.,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17120. 

. do . 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  Mount  Angel,  Oreg.  Do. 
97362. 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  N.  Water,  Weston,  Do. 
Oreg.  97886. 

Sayre  Borough  Council,  Sayre,  Pa.  Do. 
18840. 


.do. 

.do. 


. . . . . .  Northampton  Township,  Board  of  Do. 

Supervisors,  900  2d  St..  Pike  Town¬ 
ship  Bldg.,  Richboro,  Pa.  18954. 

. . . . .  Mayor,  Harry  St.,  Houtzdale,  Pa.  Do. 

. . . . Archbald  Borough  Bldg.,  Laurel  St.,  Do. 

Archbald,  Pa.  18403. 

.do . . . Ephrata  Borough  Offloe,  114  E.  Main  Mar.  22,  1974. 

St.,  Ephiata,  Pa.  17522.  May  17,  1974. 

-do . Mr.  George  Raap.  Township  of  Ly-  May  17, 1974 

coming,  Rural  Delivery  Number  2, 

Cogan  Station,  Pa.  17728. 

.do .  Chairman,  Board  of  Supervisors,  Ru-  Do. 

ral  Delivery  Number  2.  Box  611, 

West  Middlesex,  Pa.  16159. 

.do . Township  of  Williams,  Municipal  Do. 

Bldg.,  Morgan  Hill  Rd.,  Rural 
Delivery  Number  4,  Easton,  Pa. 

18042 

..do . Lower  Augusta,  Township  Bldg.,  Do. 

Rural  Delivery  Number  3,  Suu- 
bury.  Pa.  17801. 

.do . Mayor,  Austin,  Pa.  16720 _ 


.do. 


H  459005  02 


. Penn  Township,  Municipal  Office, 

1016  York  St.,  Hanover,  Pa.  1738k 

South  Carolina  Reeoureee  Comm  is-  J.  M.  Brown.  Mayor,  P.O,  Box  386, 
sion,  P.O.  Drawer  MM,  700  Knox  Jackson,  6.0.  20831. 

Abbott  Dr..  Cayce,  S.C.  29083. 

South  Carolina  Innumuo  Depart¬ 
ment,  2711  MMMloburg  8t.,  Colum- 


Do _ 

. Beaufort . . 

H  468027  01 . 

Do _ 

of. 

Anderson,  city  of.. 

Quinby,  town  of. . 

H  45  007  0040  01 

Do.... 

through 

H  45  007  0040  05 
H  450082  01 . 

Do.... 

H  45  009  0610.... 

of. 

H  450133 . 

Do.... 

H  450137  01 . 

Do. 

town  of.  ~ 

H  450177  01.... 

Do... 

H  45  0178  01 

Do.... 

"Greenville 

through 

H  45  0178  02 

H  45  0191  01 

Do.... 

Simpsonville, 

through 

H  46  0191  02 

H  45  045  2380  01 

Do.... 

town  of. 

through 

H  46  046  2380  02 
H  45  051  0540  01 

Do.™ 

t 

through 

H  46  061  0640  02 
H  46  083  1550  01. 

Do.™ 

H  46  089  1300  01 

Do.™ 

-  York . . 

Fort  Mill,  town 
of. 

;  York,  town  of..™ 

through 

H  46  089  1300  02 
H  45  091  0900  01 

Do.™ 

through 

H  46  091  0900  02 
H  45  091  2970  01 

Bluffton,  S.C.  2881 0. 
tuUdlng  Department, 
Anderson,  Cc.  28621. 


City  Hall, 


T.  Ashby  Gregg,  Mayor,  P.O.  Box 
56,  Florence,  STC.  29501. 

Walter  E.  Breaker,  Mayor,  Town 
Hall,  Denmark,  S.C.  29042. 

Furman  P.  Younginer,  Mayor,  P.O. 
Box  124,  Irmo,  S.C.  29063. 

Millard  Murrah,  Mayor,  R-3,  Box  432, 
West  Columbia,  S.C.  29169. 

Dan  Bridges,  Mayor,  Drawer  188, 
Duncan,  S.C.  '29334. 

Greer  City  Hall,  106  S.  Main  St., 
Greer,  S.C.  29651. 

A.  H.  McCullough,  Mayor,  P.O.  Box 
39,  Lane,  S.C.  29664. 

Office  of  the  City  Clerk.  126  8.  Main 
St.,  SimpsonvtUe,  S.C.  29681. 

H.  A.  Hnekabee,  Mayor,  Conway, 
S.C.  29620. 

John  N.  Beeknell,  Mayor,  Grooe  Rd., 
Lyman,  S.C.  29365. 

Leonard  B.  Burgees,  Mayor,  Klngs- 
tree,  S.C.  29656. 


South  Dakota...  Hamlin . ..™.  Castlewood,  city 

of. 


through 
H  46  091  2970  02 
H  46  057  0500  01 
through 

H  46  057  0600  02 


auivin  ivcwrui,  inayur.  vity  xxa 
York,  S.C.  29746. 

South  Dakota  Planning  Agency,  State  Mayor,  Castlewood,  8.  Dak.  57223. 
Capitol  Bldg.,  Pierre,  8.  Dak. 

67601. 

South  Dakota  Department  of  Insur¬ 
ance,  Insurance  Department,  Pierre, 

S.  Dak.  57501. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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State 

County 

Location 

Map  No. 

* 

• 

# 

Tennessee . 

-  Fayette . 

Somerville, 
town  of. 

H  47  047  2270  01.. 

Dn 

H  47  073  2368  01  . 

Do . 

city  of. 

Ripley,  town  of... 

through 

H  47  073  2368  07 

H  47  097  2050  01  . 

Do . 

through 

II  47  097  2050  04 

H  47  107  0790  01  . 

Do..-----  - 

ci  ty  of. 

through 

H  47  107  0790  03 

H  47  107  0830  01  . 

Do  -  .  .. 

Spring  Hill, 
city  of. 

through 

H  47  107  0830  04 

H  47  119  2350  01  . 

Do  - _ 

through 

H  47  119  2350  04 

H  47  147  2565  01... 

Do . 

..  Union . . 

city  of. 

Maynard  ville, 
city  of. 

H  47  173  1696  01 
through 

H  47  173  1595  09 

H  48  029  6840  01 

city  of. 

through 

H  48  029  6840  02 

Do . 

Windcrest,  city  of. 

H  48  029  7528  01.. 

Do . 

..  Brown . 

II  48  049  2035  01 

Do . 

..  Burnet . 

through 

H  48  049  2035  02 

H  48  053  1040  01 

Do . . 

through 

II  48  063  1040  02 
H  48  061  6220  01.. 

Do . . 

of. 

H  48  133  6640  01 

Do . 

through 

H  48  133  5640  04 

H  48  151  5860  01  . 

Do . 

Do . 

..  Frio . 

Pearsall,  city  of. . 

H  48  163  5260  01 
through 

H  48  163  5260  05 
II  48  179  4240  01— 

Do . 

H  48  195  6530  01.. 

Do . 

H  48  207  3050  01 

Do . 

through 

H  48  207  3050  02 

II  48  215  2200  01.. 

Do . 

H  48  275  4800  01 

Do . 

through 

H  48  275  4800  02 
H  48  313  4260  01.. 

Do . 

of. 

n  '48  383  0620  01.. 

Do . 

Vernon,  city  of _ 

H  48  387  7180  01.. 

Do . 

through 

H  48  387  7180  05 
H  48  423  7443  01.. 

Do . 

of. 

.  n  48  437  7040  01 

Do  - 

through 

H  48  437  7040  02 
If  48  467  7610  01 

Do  .... 

...  Willacy . 

Of. 

through 

H  48  467  7610  02 
.  H  48  489  4180  01.. 

.  H  50  011  0207  01 

through 

H  60  011  0207  06 

Do  ._ 

H  50  011  0950  01 

Virginia..-.—.. 

Independent  City 

of. 

.  Covington,  city 
-  of. 

.  Brooknoal,  town 
of. 

through 

H  60  011  0950  02 
H  61  000  0660  01 
through 

H  61  000  0660  02 

through 

H  61  031  0330  03 

State  map  repository 


Local  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
of  areas  which 
have  special 
fiood  hazards 


Tennessee  State  Planning  Office,  660  I.  D.  Yancy,  Mayor,  Somerville,  Tenn. 
Capitol  Hill  Bldg.,  Nashville,  Tenn.  77879. 

37219. 

Tennessee  Department  of  Insurance 
and  Banking,  114  State  Office  Bldg., 

Nashville,  Tenn.  37219. 

_ do . . . . . . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Surgoinsville,  Tenn. 

37873. 

_ do . .  Rozelle  Criner,  Mayor,  City  of  Ripley, 

Ripley,  Tenn.  38063. 

_ do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Englewood,  Tenn. 

37329. 

_ do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Etowah,  Tenn. 

37331. 

. do . . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Spring  Hill,  Tenn. 

37174. 

. do . . . Mayor,  White  House,  Tenn.  37188 . . 

_ do . . County  Judge,  Courthouse,  Maynard- 

ville,  Tenn.  37807. 

Texas  Water  Development  Board,  City  Hall,  5100  N.  New  Braunfels 
P.O.  Box  13087,  Capitol  Station,  Ave.,  Terrell  Hills,  Tex. 

Austin,  Tex.  78711. 

Texas  Insurance  Department,  1110 
San  Jacinto  St.,  Austin,  Tex.  78701. 

. do . . . . . Building  Permit  Officer,  8601  Mid- 

crown,  City  of  Windcrest,  San  An¬ 
tonio,  Tex.  78239. 

.....do . . . . Mayor,  City  Hall,  962  Early  Blvd., 

Brownwood,  Tex.  76801. 

. do .  City  Manager,  City  Hall,  Burnet, 

Tex.  78611. 

. do . . . Mayor,  P.O.  Box  326,  Santa  Rosa, 

Tex.  78593. 

. do. . . . Mayor,  City  of  Ranger,  Ranger,  Tex. 

76470. 

_ do.. . . . . . City  Manager,  City  Hall,  Roby,  Tex. 

79543. 

. do . .  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Pearsall,  Tex. 

78061. 

. do . . . Mayor,  Box  9,  McLean,  Tex.  79057 _ 

. . do . .  Chairman,  Zoning  Board  of  Ad]., 

Box  37.  Spearman,  Tex.  79081. 

. do . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Haskell,  Tex.  79521. 

_ do . Mayor,  216  E.  4th  St.,  Elsa,  Tex.  78543. 

_ do. . . . .  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Munday,  Tex. 

79529. 

_ do.. . . . . . .  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Madisonville,  Tex. 

77864. 

_ do _ _ _ _ _ Mayor,  Big  Labe,  Tex.  76932 . . 

. do . . . . . Mayor,  City  Hall,  Vernon,  Tex.  76384. 

. do _ _ _ _ Mayor,  City  Hall,  W’hitehouse,  Tex. 

75791. 

. do . . City  Manager,  City  Hall,  Tulia,  Tex. 

79088. 

. do . . .  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Wills  Point,  Tex. 

75103. 

. .do . . . . . .  Mayor,  Lyford,  Tex.  78569 . . 

Management  and  Engineering,  Divi-  Chairman,  Fairfax  Board  of  Select- 
sion,  Water  Resources  Department,  men,  c/o  Town  Clerk,  Fairfax,  Vt. 
State  Office,  Bldg.,  Montpelier,  Vt.  05454. 

05602. 

Vermont  Insurance  Department, 

State  Office  Bldg.,  Montpelier,  Vt. 

05602. 

. do .  City  Hall,  St.  Albans,  Vt.  05478 . 


Bureau  of  W'ater  Control  Management,  City  Manager,  City  Hall,  Covington, 
State  Water  Control  Board,  2d  floor,  Va.  24426. 

Davenport  Bldg.,  11  South  10th  St., 

Richmond,  Va.  23219. 

Viriginia  Insurance  Department,  200 
Blanton  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  1157, 

Richmond,  Va.  23209. 

_ do . Municipal  Bldg.,  Main  St.,  P.O.  Box 

468,  Brookneal,  Va.  24528. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do; 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do; 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  97— FRIDAY,  MAY  17,  1974 


17526 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


State  Count;  Location  Map  No.  State  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identification 
Local  map  repository  of  areas  which 

have  special 
hood  hazards 


Do . . Lee... . St.  Charles,  town 

of. 

Do... _ _  Rockingham . Broadway,  town' 

of. 

Do _ Tazewell _ Tazewell,  town 

of. 


H  51  105  2150  01 _ do . . . . . .  Chairman,  Lee  County  Board  of 

Supervisors.  County  Courthouse, 
Jonesville,  Va.  24263. 

Q  51  165  0310  01 - do _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  Mayor,  Broadway,  Va.  22815 _ _ 


Washington. 


H  51  185  2430  01  - do — . . . .  Town  Manager,  P.O.  Box  608,  Tate- 

through  well,  Va.  24651. 

H  51  185  2430  08 

Asotin _  Clarkston,  city  oL  H  53  003  0360  01..  Department  of  Ecology,  Olympia,  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Clarkston,  Wash. 

Wash.  98501.  99403. 

Washington  Insurance  Department, 

Insurance  Bldg.,  Olympia,  Wash. 

U8501. 

H  53  027  1370  01 . ..do _ _ _ Mayor,  City  Hall,  Moutesano,  Wash. 

98563. 

H  53  033  1500  01 . do . . . Mayor/  City  Hall,  P.O.  Box  547, 

North  Bend,  Wash.  98045. 

n  53  057  0430  01 _ do _ _ _  Chairman,  Board  of  Skagit  County 

Commissioners,  Skagit  County 
Courthouse,  Town  of  Concrete,  Mt. 
Vernon  Wash.  98273. 

Mt.  Vernon,  City  H  53  057  1410  01  _ do. . . .  Chairman,  Board  of  Skagit  County 

of.  through  Commissioners,  Skagit  County 

H  53  057  1410  02  Courthouse,  Mt.  Vernon,  Wash. 

98273. 

Lynden,  city  of _ H  53  073  1210  01  _ do - Mayor,  City  Hall,  Lynden,  Wash. 

98264. 

H  54  009  2750  01  Office  of  Federal-State  Relations,  Mayor,  City  Bldg.,  Wellsburg,  W.  Va. 
Room  W.  115,  Capitol  Bldg.,  Char-  26062. 


Do . 

_ _  Grays  Harbor. 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

. Whatcom _ 

town  of. 


West  Virginia...  Brooke .  Wellsburg, 

city  of. 


Do.. 

H  54  019  2450  01 

West  Virginia  Insurance  Department, 
State  Capitol,  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

25305. 

Do.. 

Kanawha. 

town  of. 

through 

H  54  019  2450  02 
n  54  035  2310  01 

Do.. 

through 

n  54  035  2310  03 
U  54  043  1110  01 

Do.. 

H  54  047  1380  01 

Do.. 

of. 

H  54  047  1390  01 

Do.. 

...  Williamstown, 

H  54  107  2880  01 

- do . 

lil'VUl,  1UW11  MI  OUUUlH»,  O1UIU1CI0, 

W.  Va.  25186. 

’ity  Hall,  City  of  Ripley,  Ripley, 
W.  Va.  25271. 


city  of. 


Wisconsin _ Columbia . Doylestown, 

village  of. 


through 

H  64  107  2880  04 
H  550059  01 
through 
n  550069  02 


25523. 

ilayor.  Town  Hall,  Keystone,  W.  Va. 

24852. 

rlayor,  Town  Han,  Kimball,  W.  Va. 

■lay or,  City  of  Wilhamstown,  Wil- 
liamstowu,  W.  Va.  26187. 

Department  of  Natural  Resources,  Village  President,  Doylestown,  Wis. 
P.O.  Box  450,  Madison,  Wis.  53701.  53928. 

Wisconsin  Insurance  Department,  212 
N.  Bassett  St.,  Madison,  Wis.  5370L 


Do . 

Do  .. 

...  Clark . . 

Loyal,  city  of . 

H  550052  01 _ 

n  550102  01. . 

. do . . I . 

Tin 

H  550104  01 _ 

Do . 

II  550128  01 _ 

Do . 

_ Fond  DuLac . 

village  of. 
Brandon,  village 
of. 

H  550132  01 . 

Do . 

H  550174  01 . 

Do . 

village  of. 

n  550187  01 . 

Do . 

Palmyra,  viliago 
of. 

H  550196  01 . . 

. do . . 

Do . . 

H  65  8219  01 _ 

Do  _ 

of. 

H  55  3225  01  _ 

Do . 

•f. 

H  56  0292  01 _ 

. do . . . . 

Do . 

H  55  0359  01 . 

Do . 

lage  of. 

H  55  043  2640  01. 

Do 

lage'  of. 

H  55  0437  01 _ 

Do  ..  . 

lage  of. 

W auumm,  city  of.. 

II  55  0506  01 . 

Do . 

H  55  055  2530  01 

. do . 

Do  ..  . 

of. 

.  Ooonomowoc, 
city  of. 

.  Sundance,  town 

through 

H  65  055  2530  02 
H  55  133  3490  01 

Wyoming... 

_ Crook... . . 

through 

II  65  133  3490  03 
H  56  011  0790  01 

Wyoming  Disaster  and  Civil  Defense 

of. 

through 

H  56  011  0790  02 

Agency,  P.O.  Box  1709,  Cheyenne, 
Wyo.  82001. 

Department  of  Insurance.  State  of 
Wyoming,  State  Office  Bldg.,  Chey¬ 
enne,  Wyo.  82001. 

Village  Clerk,  Lowell,  Wis.  53557. 


Creek,  Wis.  54214. 

President,  Village  Hall,  Brandon, 
Wis.  53919. 

Village  President,  Village  Hall,  Bam  fi¬ 
ve  Id,  Wis.  58507. 


>  iLnigtJ  rnmwBt,  »  — vi  iauiuiou, 

Hahmau,  Wis.  546B6. 

President,  VMngfi  Board,  Belmont, 
Wis.  33516 

Village  PresMont,  WBtom,  Wis.  54670.. 
Village  Ptwidt,  Lose  Book,  Wis. 
53566. 

Village  President,  Livingston,  Wis. 
53554. 

President,  Village  Board,  Stetson ville, 
Wis.  54480. 

Mayor,  410  W.  Mala,  Wantoma,  Wis. 
54982. 


Jackson,  Wyo.  29831. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  ol  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (S3  7R  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-162,  Dec.  24,  1969),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969) 


Issued:  May  8,  1974. 


[FR  Doc.74-11076  Filed  5-16-74;8:46  am] 


George  K.  Bernstein, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
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Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

Section  213.3316  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Confidential  Assist¬ 
ant  to  the  Commissioner,  Community 
Services  Administration,  Social  and  Re¬ 
habilitation  Service,  is  excepted  under 
Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  May  17.  1974,  S  213.3316 
(o)  (10)  is  added  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3316  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(o)  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service. 

»  »  » 

(10)  One  Confidential  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioner,  Community  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

(5  U-S.C.  «®cs.  3301,  3302;  E.O.  10677,  3  CFR 
1954-58  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[  seal  ]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.74-11381  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Inter-American  Foundation 

Section  213.3320  is  amended  to  reflect 
the  following  title  change  from  One  Pri¬ 
vate  Secretary  to  the  Vice  President  for 
Operations  to  One  Private  Secretary  to 
the  Vice  President. 

Effective  on  May  17, 1974,  5  213.3320(c) 
is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3320  Inter-American  Foundation. 
»  »  *  »  » 

(c)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the  Vice 
President. 

(5  DS.C.  secs.  3301,  3302;  E.O.  10577,  3  CFR 
1954-58  comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.74-11380  Filed  6-1 6-74; 8: 45  am] 


PART  213 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

Section  213.3384  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Administrative  Aide 
to  the  Administrative  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  is  excepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  May  17,  1974,  3  213.3384 
(a)  (33)  is  added  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3334  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  * 

(33)  One  Administrative  Aide  to  the 
Administrative  Assistant  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary. 

•  •  *  *  * 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

(8  UjS.C.  seen  3301.  3302;  TLO.  10677,  3  CFR 
1964-58  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[  seal  1  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-11378  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  ami 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Transportation 

Section  213.3394  is  amended  to  show 
that  cme  position  of  Intergovernmental 
Liaison  Officer  is  excepted  under  Sched¬ 
ule  C. 

Effective  on  May  17,  8:45,  3  213.3394(a) 
(46)  is  added  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3394  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 
(46)  One  Intergovernmental  Liaison 
Officer. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(5  U.3.C.  seca.  3301,  3302;  E.O.  10677.  3  CFR 
1954-58  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

I  seal  1  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-11379  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  XIV— COMMODITY  CREDIT  COR¬ 
PORATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B— LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[CCC  Grain  Price  Support  Regulations, 

>  Arndt.  6] 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODITIES 

Farm  Storage  Loans 

Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  74-2928  appearing  at  page 
4566  of  the  issue  of  Tuesday,  February  5. 
1974,  in  the  fifth  line  of  3  1421.18(e)  the 
word  “are”  should  read  “area”. 


[CCC  Grain  Price  Support  Regs.,  1970  and 
Subsequent  Crops,  Dry  Edible  Beans  Sup¬ 
plement,  Arndt.  3] 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1970  and  Subsequent  Crops  Dry 
Edible  Beans  Loan  and  Purchase  Program 

Quantity  for  Loans 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  (CCC)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  at  35  FR 
8537,  as  amended,  containing  provisions 
for  price  support  loans  and  purchase 
applicable  to  the  1970  and  subsequent 
crops  of  dry  edible  beans  are  further 
amended  as  follows: 

In  §  1421.124,  paragraph  (b)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows  in  order  to 
remove  the  requirement  that  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  beans  placed  under  loan  be  de¬ 
termined  only  by  measurement  by  a 


17527 

representative  of  the  county  ASC 
committee: 

§  1421.124  Determination  of  Quantity 
for  Loans. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  On  farm.  The  amount  of  a  loan 
on  a  quantity  of  beans  stored  in  approved 
farm  storage  shall  be  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  3  1421.18  (a)  or  (e)  on  the 
basis  of  a  percentage  of  the  estimated 
net  weight  of  the  beans  so  stored,  or, 
if  the  beans  have  not  been  processed,  on 
the  basis  of  a  percentage  of  the  estimated 
net  weight  of  the  sound  beans  so  stored, 
such  quantity  shall  be  expressed  in  whole 
units  of  100  pounds. 

Since  authority  to  determine  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  commodity  under  farm-stored 
loan  by  measurement  or  by  certification 
has  previously  been  Incorporated  In  the 
General  Regulations  Governing  Price 
Support  for  1970  and  Subsequent  Crops, 
compliance  with  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  is  unnecessary.  Therefore, 
this  amendment  is  issued  without  com¬ 
pliance  with  such  procedure. 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended,  15  U.S.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
secs.  301,  401,  63  Stat.  1053,  15  U.S.C.  714c 
7  U.S.C.  1421,  1441).  ' 

This  amendment  is  effective  May  17, 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  10, 


Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

[FR  Doc.74-11384  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am[ 


[CCC  Grain  Price  Support  Regs.,  1970  and 

Subsequent  Crops  Rice  Supplement, 

Amdt.  6] 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1970  and  Subsequent  Crops 
Rice  Loan  and  Purchase  Program 

Determination  of  Quality 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  (CCC)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  at  35  FR 
8443  and  8873,  as  amended,  containing 
provisions  for  price  support  loans  and 
purchases  applicable  to  the  1970  and  sub¬ 
sequent  crops  of  rice  are  further  amended 
as  follows; 

In  §  1421.304,  paragraph  (a)  is 
amended  to  delete  the  provision  that 
farm-stored  loans  will  be  made  on  the 
basis  of  the  quality  shown  on  Federal  or 
Federal-State  Sample  Inspection  Certifi¬ 
cate.  Beginning  with  the  1974  crop,  farm- 
stored  rice  loans  will  be  made  on  the  basis 
of  the  national  average  rate  regardless 
of  the  value  factors  or  class  of  rice  being 
offered  as  collateral  for  loan.  Since  the 
authority  to  implement  the  certification 
progrrm  for  farm  stored  loans  has  been 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  and  in¬ 
corporated  in  the  General  Regulations 
Governing  Price  Support  for  1970  and 
Subsequent  Crops  and  the  national  av¬ 
erage  loan  and  purchase  rate  has  been 
announced,  compliance  with  the  notice 
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of  proposed  rulemaking  would  be  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est;  therefore,  this  amendment  is  issued 
without  compliance  with  such  proce¬ 
dures. 

»  *  »  •  * 

(b)  Loans.  In  the  case  of  rice  stored 
commingled  in  an  approved  warehouse, 
loans  will  be  made  on  the  quality  shown 
on  the  warehouse  receipts  or  supplemen¬ 
tal  certificate,  if  applicable.  In  the  case 
of  rice  stored  modified  commingled  or 
identity-preserved,  loans  will  be  made  on 
the  basis  of  the  quality  shown  on  the  Fed¬ 
eral  or  Federal-State  Sample  Inspection 
Certificate,  based  on  a  representative’s 
samples  of  each  lot  of  rice  taken  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  county  ASC  committee. 
Loans  on  farm  stored  rice  will  be  based 
on  the  rate  specified  in  the  annual  crop 
year  supplement. 

(Secs.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended,  15  U.S.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
sec.  101,  401,  62  Stat.  1051,  as  amended;  1054 
sec.  802,  72  Stat.  988;  15  U.S.C.  714c,  7  U.S.C. 
1421,  1441) 

Effective  on  May  17, 1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  10, 


Acting  Executive  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration. 

[PR  Doc.74-11385  Piled  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


Title  8 — Aliens  and  Nationality 

CHAPTER  I — IMMIGRATION  AND  NATU¬ 
RALIZATION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT 

OF  JUSTICE 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS  TO 
CHAPTER 

Pursuant  to  section  552  of  Title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code  (80  Stat.  383)  and  the 
authority  contained  in  section  103  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  (66 
Stat.  173;  8  U.S.C.  1103) ,  28  CFR  0.105(b) 
and  8  CFR  2.1,  miscellaneous  amend¬ 
ments,  as  set  forth  herein,  are  prescribed 
in  Parts  204,  238  and  316a  of  Chapter  I 
of  Title  8  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions. 

In  Part  204,  §  204.1(b)  is  amended  by 
revoking  the  second  sentence  thereof. 
The  amendment  eliminates  the  existing 
requirement  that  a  visa  petition  filed  on 
behalf  of  an  orphan  as  defined  in  section 
101(b)(1)(F)  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act  shall  be  accompanied  by 
Form  G-325  (Biographic  Information) 
executed  by  the  petitioner  and  by  a 
separate  Form  G-325  executed  by  the 
petitioner’s  spouse.  The  amendment  is 
made  in  an  effort  to  simplify  the  orphan 
visa-petition  procedure. 

Pursuant  to  section  238(d)  of  the  Im¬ 
migration  and  Nationality  Act,  agree¬ 
ments  have  been  entered  into  between 
the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  and  “BAHAMASAIR”, 
“Iran  National  Airlines  Corporation”, 
“Kambara  Kisen  Co.,  Ltd.”  and  “Lot- 
Polish  Airlines”,  transportation  lines 
operating  to  ports  of  the  United  States, 


to  guarantee  the  passage  through  the 
United  States  in  immediate  and  con¬ 
tinuous  transit  of  aliens  destined  to  for¬ 
eign  countries.  In  Part  238,  9  238.3(b)  is, 
therefore,  amended  by  adding  the  speci¬ 
fied  transportation  lines  to  the  listing 
of  signatory  lines. 

Pursuant  to  sections  103  and  238(b)  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act, 
agreements  have  been  entered  into  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  aijd 
Naturalization  and  “Wright  Air  Lines, 
Inc.”  for  the  preinspection  at  Montreal, 
Canada,  and  at  Toronto,  Canada,  of  the 
flights  of  that  line  destined  to  the  United 
States.  Therefore,  in  Part  238,  §  238.4  is 
amended  by  adding  the  specified  line  to 
the  listing  of  transportation  lines  which 
have  entered  into  agreements  for  the 
preinspection  of  their  passengers  and 
crews  at  places  outside  the  United  States. 

On  March  28,  1974,  and  April  12,  1974, 
it  was  determined  that  the  “University 
of  Michigan  (School  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources),  Ann  Arbor,  Michigan”  and 
“Michigan  State  University  (Depart¬ 
ment  of  Zoology),  East  Lansing,  Mich¬ 
igan”,  respectively,  are  American  insti¬ 
tutions  of  research  for  the  purpose  of 
preserving  residence  in  the  United  States 
for  naturalization.  Accordingly,  in  Part 
316a,  $  316a.2  is  amended  by  adding  the 
University  of  Michigan  and  Michigan 
State  University  to  the  listing  therein  of 
American  institutions  of  research. 

In  the  light  of  the  foregoing,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amendments  to  Chapter  I  of  Title 
8  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are 
hereby  prescribed: 

PART  204 — PETITION  TO  CLASSIFY  ALIEN 
AS  IMMEDIATE  RELATIVE  OF  A  UNITED 
STATES  CITIZEN  OR  AS  A  PREFERENCE 
IMMIGRANT 

In  §  204.1(b),  the  second  sentence  is 
revoked.  As  amended,  §  204.1(b)  reads  as 
follows: 

§  204.1  Petition. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Orphan.  A  petition  in  behalf  of  a 
child  defined  in  section  101(b)  (l).(F)  of 
the  Act  shall  be  filed  by  the  United 
States  citizen  spouse  in  the  office  of  the 
Service  having  jurisdiction  over  the  place 
where  the  petitioner  is  residing  on  Form 
1-600,  shall  Identify  the  child,  and  shall 
be  accompanied  by  a  fee  of  $25.  When 
the  petitioner  resides  outside  of  the 
United  States,  the  petition  shall  be  filed 
with  the  foreign  office  of  the  Service 
designated  to  act  on  the  petition  which 
can  be  ascertained  by  consulting  the 
nearest  American  consul.  The  petitioner 
shall  be  notified  of  the  decision  and,  if 
the  petition  is  denied,  of  the  reasons 
therefor  and  of  the  right  to  appeal  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Part 
103  of  this  chapter.  If  the  petitioner  or 
spouse  intends  to  prooeed  abroad  to  lo¬ 
cate  an  orphan  for  adoption,  a  request  in 
writing  may  be  submitted  to  the  district 
director  in  whose  jurisdiction  the  peti¬ 
tioner  resides  to  initiate  preliminary 
processing  prior  to  filing  a  petition. 

•  •  •  •  • 


PART  238 — CONTRACTS  WITH 
TRANSPORTATION  LINES 

§  238.3  [Amended] 

In  §  238.3  Aliens  in  immediate  and 
continuous  transit,  the  listing  of  trans¬ 
portation  lines  in  paragraph  (b)  Signa¬ 
tory  lines  is  amended  by  adding  thereto 
in  alphabetical  sequence  the  following 
transportation  lines:  “BAHAMASAIR”, 
“Iran  National  Airlines  Corporation”, 
“Kambara  Kisen  Co.,  Ltd.”  and  “Lot- 
Polish  Airlines”. 

§  238.4  [.Amended] 

The  listings  of  transportation  lines 
under  “At  Montreal”  and  under  “At 
Toronto”  of  §  238.4  Preinspection  out¬ 
side  the  United  States  are  each  amended 
by  adding  thereto  in  alphabetical 
sequence  the  following  transportation 
line:  “Wright  Air  Lines,  Inc.” 


PART  316a— RESIDENCE,  PHYSICAL 
PRESENCE  AND  ABSENCE 

§  316a. 2  [Amended] 

In  §  316.a.2  American  institutions  of 
research,  the  listing  of  research  institu¬ 
tions  is  amended  by  adding  thereto  in 
alphabetical  sequence  the  following  in¬ 
stitutions:  “Michigan  State  University 
(Department  of  Zoology) ,  East  Lansing, 
Michigan”  and  “University  of  Michigan 
(School  of  Natural  Resources),  Ann  Ar¬ 
bor,  Michigan”. 

Compliance  with  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  553  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code  (80  Stat.  383),  as  to  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  and  delayed  effective 
date  is  unnecessary  in  this  instance  and 
would  serve  no  useful  purpose  because  the 
amendment  to  9  204.1  (b)  relates  to 
agency  procedure;  the  amendments  to 
§9  238.3(b)  and  238.4  add  transportation 
lines  to  the  listings;  and  the  amendment 
to  9  3 16a. 2  adds  institutions  of  research 
to  the  listing. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  May  17,  1974. 

Dated:  May  13,  1974. 

L.  F.  Chapman,  Jr„ 
Commissioner  of  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

[FR  Doc.74-11347  Filed  6-1 6-74; 8: 45  6ml 


Title  9 — Animals  and  Animal  Products 

CHAPTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 


SUBCHAPTER  C— INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY) 
AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS;  EXTRAORDINARY 
EMERGENCY  REGULATION  OF  INTRASTATE 
ACTIVITIES 


PART  76 — HOG  CHOLERA  AND  OTHER 
COMMUNICABLE  SWINE  DISEASES 


Areas  Quarantined 

This  amendment  quarantines  portions 
of  Barranquitas,  Comerio,  Corozal  and 
Naranjito  Municipalities  In  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  because  of 
the  existence  of  the  contagion  of  hog 
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cholera.  This  action  is  deemed  necessary 
to  prevent  further  spread  of  the  disease. 
The  restrictions  pertaining  to  the  inter¬ 
state  movement  of  swine  and  swine  prod¬ 
ucts  from  or  through  quarantined  areas 
as  contained  in  9  CFR  Part  76,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  will  apply  to  the  quarantined  areas. 

Accordingly,  9  CFR  Part  76,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  restricting  the  interstate  movement 
of  swine  and  certain  products  because  of 
hog  cholera  and  other  communicable 
swine  diseases,  is  hereby  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 

In  §  76.2,  a  new  paragraph  (e)  (1)  re¬ 
lating  to  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico  is  added  to  read : 

(1)  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

(i)  That  portion  of  Barranquitas 
Municipality  comprised  of  all  of  Bar¬ 
rancas,  Quebradillas  and  Quebrada 
Grande  Barrios. 

(ii)  That  portion  of  Comerio  Munici¬ 
pality  comprised  of  all  of  Doha  Elena 
and  Palomas  Barrios  and  that  portion  of 
Rio  Hondo  Barrio  lying  north  of  Insular 
Route  156. 

(iii)  That  portion  of  Corozal  Munici¬ 
pality  comprised  of  all  of  Palos  Blancos 
and  Mana  Barrios. 

(iv)  That  portion  of  Naranjito  Munic¬ 
ipality  comprised  of  Anones,  Cedro 
Abajo  and  Cedro  Arriba  Barrios. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended;  secs. 
1-4,  33  Stat.  1264,  1265,  as  amended;  sec.  1, 
75  Stat.  481;  secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat.  130, 
132;  21  U.S.C.  111-113,  114g,  115,  117,  120,  121, 
123-126,  134b,  134f;  37  FR  28464.  28477;  38 
FR  19141.) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  May  17, 1974. 

The  amendment  imposes  certain  fur¬ 
ther  restrictions  necessary  to  prevent  the 
interstate  spread  of  hog  cholera,  and 
must  be  made  effective  immediately  to 
accomplish  its  purpose  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest.  It  does  not  appear  that  public 
participation  in  this  rule-making  pro¬ 
ceeding  would  make  additional  relevant 
Information  available  to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it 
is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendment  are  Impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  Interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  it  effective 
less  than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  May  1974. 

J.  M.  Hkjl. 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator. 
Veterinary  Services.  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-11386  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 45  am] 

CHAPTER  II— PACKERS  AND  STOCK- 

YARDS  ADMINISTRATION,  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  201 — REGULATIONS  TINDER  THE 
PACKERS  AND  STOCKYARDS  ACT 

Custom  FeedJots 

Introduction.  The  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Administration,  pursuant  to  the 


Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  and  supplemented  (7  UJ5.C.  181 
et  seq.) ,  has  conducted  a  proceeding  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  promulgation  of  a 
regulation  prohibiting  packers  from  en¬ 
gaging  in  the  activity  or  practice  of  cus¬ 
tom  feeding  livestock.  Notice  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  including  a  proposed  rule,  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  17,  1974  (39  FR  2104).  Inter¬ 
ested  parties  were  thereafter  afforded  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  through  the  submission  of  written 
data,  views  and  argument  and  to  appear 
and  orally  express  their  views  as  to  the 
proposed  rule  and  to  suggest  amend¬ 
ments,  revisions  and  additions  thereto. 

The  Administration  has  now  consid¬ 
ered  all  matters  of  fact,  law,  and  policy 
including  the  data,  views  and  arguments 
presented  on  the  record  by  interested 
parties  in  response  to  the  notice,  and 
hereby  adopts  the  proposed  regulation, 
as  amended,  as  an  advisory  rule  setting 
forth  the  position  of  the  Administration. 

A  new  definition  is  added  to  9  CFR 
201.2,  as  follows: 

§  201.2  Terms  defined. 

***** 

(m)  “Custom  feedlot”  means  any  fa¬ 
cility  which  is  used  in  its  entirety  or  in 
part  for  the  purpose  of  feeding  livestock 
for  the  accounts  of  others,  but  does  not 
include  feeding  incidental  to  the  sale  or 
transportation  of  livestock. 

A  new  regulation  designated  as  5  201.- 
70a  is  added,  as  follows: 

§  201.70a  Packers  not  to  own  or  finance 
custom  feedlots;  custom  feedlots  not 
to  own  or  finance  packers. 

(a)  No  packer,  officer,  agent,  or  em¬ 
ployee  of  a  packer,  or  person  who  owns  a 
substantial  interest  in  a  packer,  shall  in¬ 
dependently,  or  in  combination  with 
others,  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  own,  operate,  finance,  or  control  a 
custom  feedlot  or  participate  in  the  man¬ 
agement  or  operation  of  any  such  cus¬ 
tom  feedlot;  nor  shall  any  custom  feed- 
lot  owner  or  operator  permit  a  packer, 
or  officer,  agent,  or  employee  of  a  packer, 
or  person  who  owns  a  substantial  Interest 
In  a  packer,  independently  or  in  com¬ 
bination  with  others,  or  through  any 
corporate  or  other  device,  to  have  any 
ownership  interest  in,  finance  or  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  management  or  operation  of 
such  custom  feedlot. 

(b)  No  custom  feedlot  owner  or  opera¬ 
tor,  or  officer,  agent  or  employee  there¬ 
of,  or  person  who  owns  a  substantial  in¬ 
terest  in  a  custom  feedlot,  shall  inde¬ 
pendently,  or  in  combination  with  others, 
or  through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
own,  operate,  finance  or  control  a  packer 
or  participate  in  the  management  or 
operation  of  any  such  packer;  nor  shall 
any  packer  permit  a  custom  feedlot 
owner  or  operator,  or  officer,  agent  or 
employee  thereof,  or  person  who  owns  a 
substantial  Interest  in  a  custom  feedlot, 
independently  or  in  combination  with 
others,  or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  to  have  any  ownership  interest  in. 
finance,  or  participate  in  the  manage¬ 
ment  or  operation  of  such  packer. 

(c)  This  section  shall  not  be  construed 


to  limit  or  prohibit  any  packer  from  hir¬ 
ing  the  services  of  all  or  any  part  of  a 
custom  feedlot  for  the  purpose  of  having 
its  own  livestock  fed  for  purposes  of  its 
own  slaughter,  nor  shall  the  fact  that  a 
packer  advances  to  a  custom  feedlot 
funds  normally  necessary  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  or  compensation  for  livestock, 
feed,  veterinary  service,  or  other  goods 
or  services  in  connection  with  the  feed¬ 
ing  of  its  own  livestock  for  purposes  of 
its  own  slaughter  be  deemed  to  contra¬ 
vene  this  section.  No  custom  feeder  shall 
be  deemed  to  violate  this  section  by 
selling  all  or  any  part  of  its  services  to 
packers,  or  by  receiving  necessary  live¬ 
stock,  goods,  services,  or  funds  therefor 
from  packers  in  connection  with  the 
feeding  of  packer  owned  livestock  for 
purposes  of  slaughter  by  said  packer. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

I.  Background.  The  marketing  system 
for  fed  cattle  has  changed  dramatically 
within  the  last  ten  years.  More  cattle 
are  being  marketed  through  custom  feed- 
lots  and  this  trend  is  continuing.  As  of 
January  1,  1974,  there  were  approxi¬ 
mately  13.6  million  head  of  cattle  on 
feed,  with  96  percent  concentrated  in 
146,420  feedlots  in  the  23  major  feeding 
States.  Of  that  total,  144,380  feedlots 
have  a  capacity  of  less  than  1,000  head. 

In  1973,  there  were  704  feedlots  with 
a  capacity  of  4,000  head  or  more.  These 
feedlots  marketed  approximately  55  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  fed  cattle  sold  in  1973 
and  most  of  these  cattle  were  sold  di¬ 
rectly  to  the  packer. 

Of  the  704  largest  feedlots,  approxi¬ 
mately  580  fed  cattle  on  a  custom  basis. 
About  75  percent  of  the  cattle  slaugh¬ 
tered  commercially  in  1972  were  fed  cat¬ 
tle  and  a  large  percentage  of  these  were 
marketed  directly  at  the  feedlot. 

In  the  early  spring  of  1973,  the  Packers 
and  Stockyards  Administration  became 
aware  that  a  number  of  packers  were 
considering  the  acquisition  of  custom 
feedlots.  The  Administration  was  also 
aware  that  some  packers  had  already  ac¬ 
quired  custom  feedlots,  and  that  several 
custom  feedlots  had  acquired  meat  pack¬ 
ing  firms.  At  that  time,  at  least  17  meat 
packers  owned,  were  in  the  process  of  ac¬ 
quiring,  or  had  expressed  an  interest  in 
acquiring  one  or  more  custom  feedlots. 
Some  of  these  packers  were  among  the 
largest  beef  slaughterers  in  the  Nation. 
The  combined  slaughter  in  1972  of  these 
17  firms  was  approximately  10,865,899 
head  of  steers  and  heifers,  or  approxi¬ 
mately  40  percent  of  the  total  livestock 
slaughtered  under  Federal  inspection. 
Several  national  packers,  knowing  of  the 
Administration’s  historical  position  of 
not  allowing  meat  packers  to  integrate 
into  market  agencies,  dealers  and  mar¬ 
keting  facilities,  requested  an  opinion 
concerning  packer  ownership  or  opera¬ 
tion  of  a  custom  feedlot.  These  packers 
were  informed  that  it  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Administration  that  such  an  ar¬ 
rangement  would  violate  the  Act. 

As  a  result  of  this  evident  trend  to¬ 
wards  packer  investment  In  custom  feed- 
lots,  it  became  imperative  to  inform  the 
affected  industry  and  the  public  of  the 
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Administration’s  position  concerning 
this  dual  ownership.  Delay  could  result 
in  large  expenditures  in  expansion,  with 
subsequent  losses  by  the  firms  involved  if 
they  were  required  to  divest.  Accordingly, 
in  an  attempt  to  prevent  monetary  losses 
and  to  insure  fair  and  Impartial  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Act,  the  Administrator, 
Marvin  L.  McLain,  issued  a  press  release 
on  June  11,  1973,  outlining  the  position 
of  the  Administration.  That  press  release 
advised  the  industry  that  meat  packers 
who  fed  livestock  on  a  custom  basis  or 
sold  livestock  to  other  packers  might 
face  charges  of  violating  the  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Act.  It  was  explained  that 
the  Administration  has  historically 
taken  the  position  that  the  practices  by 
packers  of  feeding  livestock  on  a  custom 
basis  or  of  selling  livestock  to  another 
packer  or  buyer  are  violations  of  the 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Act. 

Additionally,  it  has  been  the  consistent 
policy  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Ad¬ 
ministration  to  register  all  firms  coming 
to  its  attention  which  are  engaged  In 
market  agency  or  dealer  activities  and  to 
require  such  firms  to  post  a  reasonable 
bond.  These  registration  and  bonding  re¬ 
quirements  are  established  under  Title 
HI  of  the  Act  and  $$  201.10  and  201.29  of 
the  regulations  promulgated  thereunder. 
When  custom  feedlots  began  to  expand 
their  operations  to  include  buying  and 
selling  services,  they  entered  a  field 
which  has  been  regulated  since  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  Act  in  1921.  Some  custom 
feedlots  performing  buying  or  selling 
services  have  registered  and  bonded  on  a 
voluntary  basis,  and  the  Administration 
has  requested  other  custom  feedlots  to 
register  and  post  an  adequate  bond.  Reg¬ 
istration  and  bonding  of  custom  feed- 
lots  has  not  been  handled  on  a  uniform 
basis,  however,  and  the  majority  of  the 
custom  feedlots  performing  buying  and 
selling  services  have  not  yet  registered 
and  bonded  as  required  by  the  Act. 

Because  of  this  lack  of  uniformity  in 
enforcing  the  registration  and  bonding 
provisions  with  respect  to  custom  feed- 
lots  the  Administration’s  policy  was  re¬ 
viewed  in  the  spring  of  1973.  At  that  time 
it  was  determined  that  the  Administra¬ 
tion  should  initiate  a  more  aggressive 
program  in  the  registration  and  bonding 
of  custom  feedlots  buying  and  selling 
livestock  in  order  to  fulfill  the  congres¬ 
sional  mandate  required  by  the  Act,  to 
insure  that  all  members  of  the  industry 
receive  equal  treatment  and  to  admin¬ 
ister  the  Act  on  a  fair  and  impartial 
basis.  An  administrative  decision  was 
made  to  initiate  a  program  of  collecting 
information  from  all  custom  feedlots  and 
to  require  those  feedlots  engaged  in  buy¬ 
ing  or  selling  activities  to  register  and 
obtain  a  reasonable  bond.  This  program 
was  started  in  the  summer  of  1973. 

As  a  result  of  this  program  and  the 
Administration’s  stated  position  con¬ 
cerning  packer  ownership  of  custom 
feedlots,  a  request  was  made  by  several 
meat  packers  and  custom  feedlots  own¬ 
ers  for  a  conference  to  discuss  these  is¬ 
sues  before  continuing  the  program.  The 
request  was  granted  and  a  meeting  was 
held  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Novem¬ 


ber  IS,  1973.  That  meeting  was  chaired 
by  Assistant  Secretary  Clayton  Yeutter 
and  there  were  45  persons  in  attendance, 
including  representatives  of  meat  pack¬ 
ers,  custom  feedlots,  farm  organizations, 
feeding  organizations  and  marketing  or¬ 
ganizations.  All  parties  were  given  an 
opportunity  to  present  their  positions. 

It  was  decided  that  amendments  to 
the  regulations  should  be  considered  and 
specific  amendments  proposed,  notice 
thereof  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  and  a  rulemaking  proceeding  con¬ 
ducted  in  which  all  interested  parties 
would  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
to  present  relevant  data,  views  and  argu¬ 
ments  concerning  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions. 

n.  The  Rulemaking  proceeding .  The 
public  notice  published  by  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  on  January  17, 1974,  (39  FR  2104) 
focused  upon  the  need,  or  not,  to  pro¬ 
hibit  packers  from  engaging  in  the  ac¬ 
tivity  or  practice  of  custom  feeding  live¬ 
stock.  The  Administration  stated  that: 

Packer  control  over  marketing  facilities, 
whether  or  not  buying  or  selling  services 
are  performed  by  the  party  owning  or  oper¬ 
ating  the  facility,  appears  to  offer  a  poten¬ 
tial  restriction  of  competition.  This  was 
recognized  by  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
in  a  report  issued  in  1919  concerning  packer 
control  over  terminal  marketing  facilities. 
Part  ni,  page  86,  of  the  report  states: 

"Sec.  2.  Stockyards  control  as  a  factor. 
The  power  of  stockyards  companies  over  the 
market  paraphernalia  can  be  used  in  many 
ways  to  affect  the  prices  of  the  live  stock 
which  pass  through  them.  The  control  by  the 
Big  Five  over  the  principal  stockyards,  where 
live-stock  prices  for  the  whole  country  are 
made,  gives  them,  as  the  principal  buyers, 
power  to  affect  the  prices  they  pay  for  the 
animals.  They  may  do  this  through  the  use 
of  the  yards  monopolies,  or  the  yards  facili¬ 
ties  and  services,  or  by  using  the  confidential 
shipping  and  marketing  Information.  Numer¬ 
ous  Instances  were  found  where  they  have 
used  to  their  advantage  the  power  over  the 
market  which  the  stockyards,  ownership  and 
control  places  in  their  hands.”  (Food  Investi¬ 
gation,  Report  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  the  Meat  Packing  Industry,  Part 
III  Methods  of  the  Five  Packers  Controlling 
the  Meat  Packing  Industry,  June  28,  1919) . 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend  S  201.2 
of  the  regulations  to  include  a  definition  of 
"custom  feedlot,”  and  to  add  a  new  regulation 
designated  as  §  207.70a. 

Interest  in  the  rulemaking  proceeding 
was  substantial.  Public  hearings  before 
a  presiding  officer,  Mr.  Harold  M.  Carter, 
Director,  Regulatory  Division,  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel,  were  held  on 
February  26  and  27,  1974,  in  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  and  on  February  28  and  March  1, 
1974,  in  Phoenix,  Arizona.  Eighty-three 
witnesses  testified  at  the  hearings,  in¬ 
cluding  representatives  of  county,  state 
and  national  farm  organizations,  college 
and  university  educators.  State  Depart¬ 
ments  of  Agriculture,  state  legislators, 
members  of  Congress,  and  individual 
farmers  and  feeders,  conglomerates, 
meat  packers  and  custom  feedlot  oper¬ 
ators.  The  479-page  stenographic  tran¬ 
script  of  the  hearings,  together  with 
twelve  exhibits  introduced  at  the  hear¬ 
ings,  has  been  made  a  part  of  the  public 
record. 

In  addition  to  the  public  hearings,  655 


additional  statements  concerning  the 
proposed  amendments  were  timely  filed 
on  or  before  April  1, 1974,  with  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk,  in  response  to  the  Adminis¬ 
tration’s  invitation  to  submit  written 
comments  regarding  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lation. 

HI.  Summary  of  Responses.  For  the 
purpose  of  tabulating  and  analyzing  the 
comments  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
the  comments  were  classified  as  follows : 
Congressmen:  U.S.  Senators  and  U.S. 
Representatives;  State  Agencies:  State 
Departments  of  Agriculture;  Marketing 
Organizations:  Market  Agencies,  Deal¬ 
ers,  Order  Buyers,  Terminal  Marketing 
Organizations,  Stockyard  Companies. 
Livestock  Marketing  Associations: 
Farmers:  Livestock  Feeders  and  Farm¬ 
ers;  Packers  and  Packer  Organizations: 
Meat  Packers,  Meat  Packer  Associations 
and  Organizations,  and  the  Beef  Indus¬ 
try  Action  Committee;  Producer  Organi¬ 
zations:  County,  State  and  National 
Farm  Bureau  Federations,  County,  State 
and  National  Granges,  National  Farm¬ 
ers  Organization,  National  Farmers 
Union,  Cattlemen’s  Associations,  County, 
State  and  National  Cattle  Feeders  Asso¬ 
ciations,  Livestock  Producers  Coopera¬ 
tive,  Sheep  &  Goat  Raisers  Association, 
Wool  Growers  Association,  and  Pork  Pro¬ 
ducers  Association;  Feedyards:  Feedlots: 
Businessmen:  Businessmen,  Bankers. 
Veterinarians,  Dentists  and  Chambers 
of  Commerce;  and  Miscellaneous:  Con¬ 
sumers,  Cowbelles  Organizations,  and  a 
Cattle  Management  Corporation. 

Following  is  a  general  group  classifi¬ 
cation,  in  table  form,  of  those  testifying 
at  the  hearing  showing  how  each  group 
responded : 

('•roup  For  row-  Against  Totals 

lation  regulation 


Congressmen.  . .  1  ...  —  -  1 

State  agencies .  3  1  4 

Marketing  organiza¬ 
tions . .  1  2  li 

Farmers. . -  5  3  H 

Packers  A  packer 

organizations _  .  -  10  10 

Producer  organiza¬ 
tions. . . .  23  8  31 

Feedyards . .  IS  IS 

Businessmen . . . .  1  1 

Totals . 41  40  81 

Of  the  655  comments  filed  timely,  sev¬ 

eral  were  signed  by  more  than  one  per¬ 
son.  Each  is  only  counted  as  one  com¬ 
ment.  Many  comments  were  filed  on  be¬ 
half  of  different  groups  representing 
thousands  of  individual  members  of  the 
organizations,  but  are  also  only  counted 
as  one  comment. 

Of  the  655  comments  filed  timely.  12 
related  solely  to  the  issue  of  registration 
and  bonding  of  custom  feedlots.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  a  large  majority  of  the  com¬ 
ments  filed  not  only  related  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  at  issue,  but  also  included  comments 
with  respect  to  registration  and  bonding. 
Three  statements  were  written  in  such 
a  way  that  i^  could  not  be  determined  if 
they  supported  or  opposed  the  proposed 
regulations. 

Of  the  711  individual  signatures  on 
the  655  filed  timely  comments,  635  were 
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In  favor  of  the  proposed  regulations  and  Following  Is  a  general  group  classifi- 
61  were  against.  Comments  were  received  cation,  In  table  form,  for  those  filing  com- 
from  39  States  and  the  District  of  ments  showing  how  each  group  re- 
Columbia.  sponded: 


For  Against  Comments 

Group  regulation  regulation  registration  Undetermined  Totals 

and  bonding 


Congressmen... . 23 

State  agencies _ _ 4 

Marketing  organizations _  70 

Farmers... . 440 

Packers  dr  packer  organizations . . 

Producer  organizations _  62 

Feedyards _ _ 

Businessmen _ 37 

Miscellaneous. _ _  9 


2  2 .  27 

I .  1  6 

1 .  71 

3  1  1  446 

13 . 13 

7  1  60 

27  6  83 

.  37 

7  2  1  19 


Totals 


636 


61 


12 


3  711 


IV.  In  support  of  regulation.  1.  The 
proposed  amendment  received  substan¬ 
tial  congressional  support.  Mr.  Elvie 
Dreeszen,  appearing  on  behalf  of  the 
Honorable  Wiley  Mayne  of  Iowa,  testi¬ 
fied  in  strong  support  of  the  proposed 
regulations.  Mr.  Dreeszen  stated: 

When  packers  become  involved  In  being 
both  the  buyer  and  seller  of  the  same  stock 
there  is  an  automatic  conflict  of  Interest. 
A  true  spirit  of  competition  prevails  only  if 
the  seller  is  absolutely  free  to  bargain  for 
the  highest  price  obtainable.  This  cannot 
and  will  not  be  the  case  if  packers  have  un¬ 
fair  access  to  so-called  “back  pocket"  sup¬ 
plies  and  in  such  manner  are  able  to  “nail 
down”  a  good  portion  of  their  needs.  (D.  Tr. 
228-229.) 

As  pointed  out  in  a  letter  from  Senator 
Philip  A.  Hart,  Chairman  of  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Antitrust  and  Monopoly, 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and  signed 
by  19  other  U.S.  Senators: 

The  operation  of  custom  feedlots  by 
packers  means  that  the  packer  has  control 
over  the  marketing  facilities  for  livestock 
and  access  to  market  information  such  as 
weighing  conditions,  weight  and  price  which 
is  not  available  to  competitors.  This  gives 
the  packer  an  unfair  advantage  in  the  sale 
of  any  livestock  it  owns  over  the  farmer 
feeder  and  in  purchasing  livestock  over 
competing  packers  who  don’t  own  custom 
feedlots. 

*  *  •  •  * 

At  hearings  held  February  2T  through 
March  1,  those  opposing  the  new  regulations 
contended  that  the  traditional  antitrust 
laws  were  adequate  to  punish  any  anticom¬ 
petitive  effects  and  that  regulation  should 
be  left  to  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
and  Justice  Department  rather  than  the 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Administration. 

First,  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  only 
has  Jurisdiction  over  the  non-packing  func¬ 
tions  of  packers.  The  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act  (section  5(a)  (b> )  exempts  those 
subject  to  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act 
from  Federal  Trade  Commission  regulation 
except  as  provided  in  section  406(b)  of  the 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Act.  The  latter  sec¬ 
tion  provides  that  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  only  has  power  over  retail  sales  of 
those  regulated  by  the  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Act  unless  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  requests  an  investigation  of  them  or  un¬ 
less  the  retail  sales  investigation  is  impaired 
by  a  lack  of  Jurisdiction  over  those  regu¬ 
lated  by  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act. 
While  it  is  true,  that  the  Antitrust  laws 
can  be  used  to  punish  specific  anticompeti¬ 
tive  actions  after  they  have  taken  place, 
they  cannot  be  used  to  proscribe.  In  advance, 
acts  by  an  entire  Industry.  The  Packers  and 


Stockyards  Act,  on  the  other  hand,  has  this 
duty.  Its  purpose  is  to  prevent  monopolistic 
activities  and  the  formation  of  a  market 
structure  similar  to  that  existing  Just  prior 
to  the  time  the  Act  was  passed  in  1921  when 
five  packers  controlled  the  marketplace. 
Congressman  Anderson,  the  House  Floor 
Manager  of  the  bill  which  became  the  Pack¬ 
ers  and  Stockyards  Act,  stated  the  Intent 
and  purpose  of  the  bill  was: 

*•  *  •  to  prohibit  the  particular  condi¬ 
tions  under  which  monopoly  is  built  up,  and 
to  prevent  a  monopoly  in  the  first  place  and 
to  induce  healthy  competition.  Hearings  on 
H.R.  14,  HJt.  232,  H.R.  5034,  and  HJt.  5692 
before  House  Committee  on  Agriculture,  67th 
Cong.,  1st  Sess.,  Ser.  D.P.  26  (1921)  .* 

Thus,  we  urge  the  immediate  adoption 
of  these  regulations.  (U.S.  Senate  Subcom- 
mitee  on  Antitrust  and  Monopoly,  Record 
634.) 

The  Honorable  Peter  W.  Rodino,  Jr., 
Chairman  on  the  Judiciary  Committee  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  sub¬ 
mitted  the  following  letter  in  support  of 
the  regulation: 

I  support  the  amendments  to  the  Regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Act  proposed  by  the  Administrator  of  the 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Administration  that 
would  amend  §  201.2  to  Include  a  new  subsec¬ 
tion  defining  the  term  “custom  feedlot;"  and, 
that  would  add  a  new  $  201.70a  preventing 
meat  packers  from  owning  or  financing  cus¬ 
tom  feedlots,  and  vice  versa.  As  required  by  9 
CFR  Part  201,  I  request  that  my  support  for 
these  proposed  regulations  expressed  herein 
be  made  a  part  of  your  record  of  proceedings. 

The  inclusion  of  custom  feedlots  within 
regulatory  coverage  recognizes  the  dramatic 
changes  in  the  structure  of  the  cattle  feed 
business  and  the  nature  of  ownership  in¬ 
terests  therein  that  have  already  occurred. 
Both  of  these  factors  have  contributed  to  an 
equally  dramatic  shift  in  the  present  quality 
and  amount  of  competition  in  this  sector  of 
the  food  industry.  The  trend  has  been  toward 
fewer  feedlots  of  larger  capacities.  This  trend, 
independent  of  anticompetitive  aspects  of 
meat  packer  mergers  of  feedlots,  raises  ques¬ 
tions  of  undue  concentration:  undue  monop¬ 
sony  power  over  the  more  diffuse  cattle  rais¬ 
ing  industry;  and,  undue  market  power  over 
consumer  prices  paid  for  meat. 

Substantial  testimony  was  received  by  the 
Monopolies  and  Commercial  Law  Subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  House  Judiciary  Committee,  both 
of  which  I  Chair,  to  the  effect  that  unparal¬ 
leled  and  perhaps  undue  power  to  affect  con¬ 
sumer  meat  prices  and  feed  grain  prices  al¬ 
ready  existed  in  the  cattle  feed  industry.  The 
proposed  regulations  would  insure  that  this 
as  yet  little  understood,  awesome  private  eco¬ 
nomic  power  would  not  become  further  en¬ 
trenched  or  trigger  other,  future  meat  price 
Increases  paid  for  by  consumers  and  grain 


feed  price  increases  paid  for  by  farmers. 
These  regulations,  in  this  respect,  mark  a 
positive  step  forward  toward  restoring  pub¬ 
lic  confidence  in  the  Government's  ability  to 
cope  with  complex  pricing  problems  during 
periods  of  short  supply,  whether  or  not  these 
shortages  are  created  by  market  or  artificial 
factors.’"' 

Whatever  doubt  that  remains  about  the 
wisdom  of  the  proposed  regulations  is  easily 
dispelled  by  viewing  them  as  efforts  to  con¬ 
trol  forward  vertical  Integration  by  feedlot 
owners  or  backward  vertical  integration  by 
meat  packers.  Quite  clearly,  either  move  can 
have  only  one  primary  purpose,  namely,  the 
extension  of  extant  horizontal  market  power 
by  either  feedlots  or  meat  packers.  The  regu¬ 
lations,  therefore,  already  touch  upon  the 
one  area  of  unanimity  of  opinion  among 
economists  with  respect  to  vertical  integra¬ 
tion  by  acquisition  or  by  contract  in  such  a 
context,  to  wit,  remedial  action  is  necessary. 
The  proposed  regulations  do  provide  an  ur¬ 
gently  needed  remedy. 

One  reason  offered  in  justification  of  meat 
packer  acquisitions  of  feedlots  consists  in 
picturing  greater  ease  of  access  to  capital 
markets  for  the  resultant  corporate  entity.  To 
the  extent  that  there  is  any  merit  in  this 
argument,  it  should  be  noted  that  this  busi¬ 
ness  Justification  has  already  been  exhausted 
in  justifying  the  change  of  ownership  of 
feedlots  from  individual  entrepreneurs  to 
corporate  forms  of  ownership.  Accommoda¬ 
tion  with  legitimate  principles  of  our  free  en¬ 
terprise  system,  therefore,  has  already  oc¬ 
curred.  Nor  do  meritorious  arguments  based 
on  economies  of  scale  or  variants  of  an  ef¬ 
ficiency  line  of  reasoning  appear  support¬ 
able.  Years  ago,  the  National  Food  Commis¬ 
sion  had  already  concluded, 

‘However,  scale  economies,  by  themselves 
do  not  fully  explain  the  sharp  rise  in  number 
of  large  volume  feed  lots  in  the  United  States. 
Internal  or  in-plant  cost  saving  in  the  range 
of  scale  beyond  5,000  head  apparently  were 
small  and  virtually  insignificant.  Since  few 
economies  of  scale  were  found  in  the  range  of 
scale  above  5,000  head,  the  question  arises 
as  to  why  about  one-fourth  of  the  total  vol¬ 
ume  of  U.S.  fed  cattle  production  in  1964 
came  from  feed  lots  of  5,000  or  more  head.  No 
definitive  answer  to  this  question  was  avail¬ 
able.’ 

There  has  been  some  evidence  of  deconcen¬ 
tration  offered  over  the  past  several  years  for 
the  highly  concentrated  meat  packing  indus¬ 
try.  A  purpose  of  the  antitrust  laws  is  to  pre¬ 
serve  opportunities  for  deconcentration. 
There  appears  to  be  serious  cause  to  believe 
that  without  the  proposed  regulations,  the 
positive  features  of  these  recent  structural 
developments  in  the  meat  packing  industry 
would  be  reversed  to  the  detriment  of  com¬ 
petition  therein  and  to  meat  prices  paid  by 
consumers. 

The  union  of  custom  feedlots  with  meat 
packers  would  produce  a  corporate  entity 
with  unquestionable  power  freely  to  control 
the  supplies  of  meat  as  well  as  the  prices  of 
meat  supplies.  The  creation  of  such  monopoly 
power  would  be  frustrated  by  the  proposed 
regulations.  The  Nation’s  farmers  and  con¬ 
sumers,  as  well  as  the  smaller  competitors  or 
suppliers  of  custom  feedlots  and  meat  pack¬ 
ers  need  these  regulations  that  clearly  are  in 
the  public  interest.  (Peter  W.  Rodino,  Rec¬ 
ord  633.) 

2.  State  agencies  also  testified  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  proposed  regulation.  Mr.  Rob¬ 
ert  H.  Lounsberry,  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  for  the  State  of  Iowa,  presented  tes¬ 
timony  concerning  the  dramatic  changes 
in  the  marketing  patterns  in  the  livestock 
•industry.  Mr.  Lounsberry  testified  that  in 
the  latter  part  of  his  cattle  feeding  years, 
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•  •  •  Ninety  percent  were  marketed  directly 
from  the  feedlot  to  area  packers.  Percentage¬ 
wise  more  and  more  cattle  are  being  mar¬ 
keted  through  the  custom  feedlots  and  this 
trend  It  appears  will  continue. 

•  •  •  •  • 

It  also  appears  to  me  that  a  packer  own¬ 
ing  the  faculties  of  a  custom  feedlot  would 
hare  definite  privileges  for  information  on 
competitors  which  heretofore  have  been 
specifically  prohibited  by  regulation  and  I 
cite  301.69  where  the  regulation  states  that 
packers,  dealers  or  market  agencies  are  pro¬ 
hibited  from  furnishing  information  to  com¬ 
petitor  buyers  in  connection  with  transac¬ 
tions  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
and  certainly  the  ownership  and  control  of 
custom  feedlots  which  today  are  the  primary 
marketing  facilities  for  fed  livestock  very 
well  could  ofTer  a  big  advantage  to  the  packer 
owning  that  facility  and  provide  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  manipulate  livestock  prices  and 
restrict  competition.  (D.  Tr.  44-46). 

3.  Support  for  the  regulation  was  ex¬ 
pressed  by  market  agencies,  dealers, 
order  buyers,  terminal  market  organi¬ 
zations,  stockyard  companies,  and  live¬ 
stock  marketing  organizations. 

The  concern  expressed  by  the  National 
Livestock  Producers  Association  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois,  is  typical. 

It  is  our  view,  that  the  combination  of 
both  packer  and  food  chain  cattle  feeding 
along  with  packer  and  food  chain  control  of 
the  custom  feedlots  places  them  In  monop¬ 
olistic  control  of  the  slaughter  cattle  sup¬ 
ply  and  could  have  depressive  price  effects  to 
the  industry.  This  control  can  be  of  such 
magnitude  that  It  could  effect  other  area 
prices,  such  as  the  farmer  feeder  e t  the  corn 
belt  and  the  calves  and  yearlings  sold  by 
ranchers  throughout  this  country.  (D.  Tr. 
94.) 

4.  The  proposed  regulation  has  been 
strongly  supported  by  all  of  the  national 
farm  organizations.  This  support  is  ex¬ 
emplified  by  a  statement  of  George 
Doup,  president  of  the  Indiana  Farm 
Bureau  Federation,  speaking  on  behalf 
of  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federa¬ 
tion. 

With  the  growth  of  custom  feeding,  the 
control  of  custom  feedlots  by  packers  would 
permit  such  packers  to  engage  In  anticom¬ 
petitive  practices  which  have  been  precluded 
by  the  P&SA’s  policy  of  prohibiting  packers 
from  controlling  stockyards,  livestock  deal¬ 
ers  or  commission  agencies.  Nor  example,  a 
packer  who  controlled  one  or  more  custom 
feedlots  would  he  in  a  position  to  obtain  In¬ 
formation  on  the  availability  and  movement 
of  livestock  that  would  not  be  available  to 
other  packers.  Such  a  packer  also  would  he 
In  a  position  to  Influence,  and  perhaps  con¬ 
trol,  the  marketing  of  livestock  fed  in  custom 
lots  subject  to  his  control. 

By  more  clearly  defining  appropriate  re¬ 
lationships  between  the  meat  packing  busi¬ 
ness  and  custom  feedlots,  the  proposed 
amendments  will  make  an  Important  con¬ 
tribution  to  the  maintenance' of  a  healthy, 
competitive  market  for  livestock.  This,  in 
turn,  will  strengthen  the  ability  of  commer¬ 
cial  family  farmers  to  compete  with  any  out¬ 
side  conglomerate  corporations  which  seek  to 
enter  into  agricultural  production.  (D.  Tr. 
«). 

Mr.  Elton  L.  Berck  testified  In  sup¬ 
port  of  the  proposed  regulation  for  the 
Farmers  Union  of  Nebraska.  "While  in¬ 
formation  Is  lacking  concerning  the 


ownership  or  control  of  the  big  lots  the 
possibility  certainly  exists  that  such 
ownership  by  packers  could  provide  them 
with  the  leverage  on  price  which  wopld 
be  advantageous  to  them  and  disastrous 
to  the  price  structure  for  fed  cattle  on 
the  supposedly  competitive  market  at 
such  times  as  a  decision  would  be  made 
by  the  packers  to  fill  their  slaughter 
needs  from  their  controlled  feedlots.” 
(D.  Tr.  51.) 

Mr.  Lowell  E.  Gose,  president  of  Iowa 
Farmers  Union  and  a  farmer  operating 
1,000  acres  in  Green  County,  Iowa, 
stated : 

Let  there  be  no  doubt  about  it,  a  vertical 
link-up  of  meat  packers  with  the  steady 
availability  and  volume  of  the  big  custom 
feedlots,  while  advantageous  to  both  of  these 
parties,  definitely  would  not  be  advantageous 
to  independent  livestock  producers.  We  have 
already  seen  enough  of  packer  feeding  of 
livestock  to  say  that  with  conviction. 

Beef  sells  on  a  national  market  and  is  also 
beginning  to  sell  on  the  International  mar¬ 
ket.  The  effect  of  dominance  by  big  feeder- 
packer  link-ups  would  certainly  be  felt  be¬ 
yond  the  particular  areas  in  which  they  oper¬ 
ate.  It  is  hard  enough  on  the  nerves  these 
days  to  decide  when  to  load  out  cattle  for 
the  terminal  market  without  having  to  worry 
that  by  the  time  they  arrive  some  big  packer 
win  have  decided  meantime  to  call  in  several 
loads  from  a  llnked-up  feedlot. 

Our  Farmers  Union  members  have  felt 
for  some  time  that  the  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  regulations  relating  to  custom  feedlot 
activities  should  be  firmed  up  to  prevent 
conflict  of  interest  and  to  help  maintain  a 
strong  competitive  market  system.  Thus,  we 
strongly  endorse  the  proposal  that  Is  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  this  bearing.  (D.  Tr.  97-40.) 

Mr.  Hubert  V.  Kiehl,  testifying  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Missouri  Farm  Bureau  Fed¬ 
eration,  stated  that  the  "Recent  growth 
in  pecker  ownership  of  custom  feedlots 
seems  to  be  a  condition  which  restricts 
competition  not  only  as  this  packer  may 
sell  cattle  for  his  clients  but  also  could 
result  in  price  reductions  for  other  own¬ 
ers  of  cattle.  In  other  words,  conditions 
which  predominate  in  cattle  feeding  can 
cause  an  Increase  in  the  market  power 
for  the  packer  or  buying  side,  thereby 
reducing  the  bargaining  position  of  the 
farmer  feeder.”  (D.  Tr.  70.) 

Mr.  Morris  E.  Nelson,  testifying  for  the 
Illinois  Agricultural  Association  in  sup¬ 
port  for  the  proposed  regulations,  stated : 

In  Illinois  we  have  relatively  few  large 
feedlots.  Most  of  our  feeders  are  relatively 
small  by  today’s  standards.  We  realize  that 
we  must  compete  with  the  large  feedlots  that 
do  produce  a  high  percentage  of  the  fed 
beef.  We  feel  that  we  can  compete  effectively 
if  the  markets  are  open  and  competitive  and 
if  the  large  feedlots,  meat  packers  and  others 
do  not  have  an  opportunity  through  collu¬ 
sion  or  other  means  to  circumvent  normal 
competitive  market  channels  and  procedures. 
We  have  no  evidence  that  this  is  being 
done  or  even  considered.  However,  If  the 
meat  packers  are  allowed  to  custom  feed 
animals,  the  possibility  of  collusion  and 
sharing  of  markets  designed  to  reduce  raw 
product  costs  and  thus  drive  down  producer 
prices  would  certainly  exist.  If  packers  are 
In  control  of  feedlot  operations  or  large  feed- 
lots  control  packers.  It  would  be  possible 
to  slug  particular  markets  and  unduly  de¬ 
press  prices  on  those  markets.  (D.  Tr.  74.) 


Mr.  Dave  Kozishek  presented  a  state¬ 
ment  for  the  National  Fanners  Organi¬ 
zation  endorsing  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  and  recommending  that  the  Pack¬ 
ers  and  Stockyards  Administration  take 
further  action  to  eliminate  packer  feed¬ 
ing  of  livestock  as  well  as  packer  own¬ 
ership  of  custom  feedlots.  Mr.  Kozishek 
stated: 

We’re  opposed  to  processors  engaging  In 
agriculture  production,  and  feeding  produc¬ 
tion  of  livestock,  because  it  does  have  an 
effect  on  the  markets.  When  a  packer  can 
turn  to  his  own  lots  for  even  a  relatively 
small  supply  of  animals  to  fill  out  a  few 
days  kill  be  is  forestalling  a  rise  to  grow 
more  animals  than  producers  lots.  (D.  Tr. 
261-262.) 

Don  F.  Magdanz,  Executive  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  National  Livestock  Feeders 
Association,  Omaha,  Nebraska,  argued 
for  the  need,  necessity  and  legality  of  is¬ 
suing  the  proposed  regulations.  Mr.  Mag¬ 
danz  stated. 

There  Is  no  single  issue  of  greater  concern 
to  the  members  of  the  National  Livestock 
Feeders  Association  than  the  move  on  the 
part  of  packers  and  agricultural  conglom¬ 
erates  owning  or  operating  packinghouses  to 
become  Involved  in  the  ownership  or  opera¬ 
tion  of  custom  feedlots. 

Our  members  feel  that  If  such  involve¬ 
ment  is  allowed,  it  will  seriously  threaten 
the  very  existence  of  the  owner-feeder  and 
the  Independent  custom  feeder — not  because 
the  packers  or  conglomerates  would  run 
them  out  of  business  by  doing  a  better  or 
more  efficient  Job  ta  the  feedlot,  tout  be¬ 
cause  at  the  Impregnable  power  structure 
which  would  develop. 

It  follows,  therefore,  that  the  result 
would  be  analogous  to  the  sco  dittoes  which 
prompted  the  original  passage  of  the  Pack¬ 
ers  and  gtockyawla  Act.  (D.  Tr.  23S.) 

The  National  Grange,  through  its 
Master,  John  W.  Scott,  argued  that: 

The  small  feedlot  operator  or  the  small - 
to-medlum-slze  custom  feedlot  operator  can¬ 
not  compete  against  the  giants  In  the  pack¬ 
ing  industry  If  they  are  permitted  to  own 
and  operate  ’custom  feedlots*  as  defined  in 
the  proposed  regulations.  It’s  bad  enough 
that  packers  can  own  and  feed  out  cattle 
for  their  own  slaughter  because  by  slaughter¬ 
ing  from  their  own  lots  when  prices  are  in¬ 
creasing,  they  can,  if  permitted  to  go  un¬ 
regulated,  bring  about  a  downward  pressure 
on  the  price  of  Uve  fat  cattle  from  smaller 
feedlots.  After  they  have  slaughtered  a  suffi¬ 
cient  amount  of  cattle  from  their  own  lots  to 
cause  a  surplus  at  terminal  markets,  they 
can  re-enter  the  open  market  and  buy  at  a 
lower  price.  The  small  feedlot  operator  and 
the  small  Individual  owner-operator  are  at 
the  mercy  of  the  packer.  (The  National 
Change,  Record  462.) 

Mr.  Dave  Flitner,  president  of  the  Wy¬ 
oming  Farm  Bureau  Federation  and  an 
Independent  cattle  and  sheep  rancher, 
endorsed  the  proposed  regulation  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Fed¬ 
eration  and  the  Wyoming  Farm  Bureau. 

The  sheep  Industry  is  a  perfect  example  of 
what  can  happen  when  buying  power  Is  con¬ 
centrated  into  a  few  bands.  According  to  the 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Administration,  17 
meat  packers  already  slaughtered  approxi¬ 
mately  40  percent  at  the  total  fed  cattle 
slaughtered  under  Federal  inspection  in  1972. 
These  firms  either  already  own  or  reportedly 
have  made  plane  to  acquire  custom  feed  lots. 
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As  producers  and  feeders,  we  see  grave 
dangers  In  this  trend  for  the  agricultural  In¬ 
dustry.  (P.  Tr.  52.) 

Mr.  E.  H.  Tucker  of  the  Mississippi 
Farm  Bureau  Federation  also  testified  in 
support  of  the  proposed  regulation: 

Indeed,  unrestricted  packer  Influence  in 
custom  feeding,  through  which  the  great 
majority  of  slaughter  cattle  travel  today,  has 
every  appearance  of  forming  the  basis  for  the 
development  of  monopoly,  and  another  dis¬ 
tinct  possibility  when  one  examines  these 
practices  in  the  light  of  vertical  Integration 
in  the  cattle  industry.  Farm  Bureau  mem¬ 
bers  In  Mississippi,  and  in  all  erf  the  South¬ 
eastern  states,  where  the  nation’s  broilers 
and  egg  producers  are  located,  are  all  too 
familiar  with  vertical  Integration  In  agricul¬ 
ture.  We  have  this  In  broiler  and  egg  produc¬ 
tion,  and  know  from  long,  hard  experience 
about  what  happens  to  markets  and  produc¬ 
tion.  Today,  a  Mississippi  farmer  could  not 
sell  broilers  In  the  market  if  he  wanted  to 
produce  them.  Only  integrators  now  sell  and 
produce  broilers.  Farmers  do  not  own  the 
birds.  They  furnish  only  the  labor  and  the 
houses.  They  do  exactly  what  they  are  told 
by  Integrators.  I  submit,  we  do  not  want 
any  part  of  vertical  Integration  In  the  cattle 
business.  The  regulations  as  proposed  and 
published  should  achieve  this  purpose.  (P. 
Tr.  63.) 

The  Montana  Farm  Bureau  Federa¬ 
tion,  through  its  representative  Mr.  Rob¬ 
ert  Lenhardt,  a  livestock  feeder  west  of 
Billings,  Montana,  similarly  supported 
the  proposed  amendments.  Mr.  Lenhardt 
stated  that,  “If  these  feeders  were  al¬ 
lowed  to  control  the  feeding  Industry  like 
they  surely  would  be  if  these  regulations 
were  not  imposed,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  producer  to  be  assured  of  receiv¬ 
ing  the  highest  dollar  for  his  produce. 
It  would  seriously  hamper,  if  not  destroy, 
competition  for  the  producer.”  (P.  Tr. 
57.) 

4.  Individual  farmers  and  livestock 
feeders  have  also  expressed  concern  about 
the  prospects  of  the  packing  industry 
expanding  into  the  custom  feedlot  in¬ 
dustry.  This  concern  has  been  expressed 
by  440  farmers  submitting  comments  to 
the  Hearing  Clerk  in  support  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations.  Only  three  expressed 
opposition  to  the  regulation.  The  com¬ 
ment  submitted  by  a  young  farmer  from 
Clutier,  Iowa,  is  typical. 

As  a  young  farmer  trying  to  get  started  in 
the  business  of  feeding  cattle,  I  am  already 
concerned  about  the  monopolistic  structure 
in  the  Industry.  It  need  not  grow  worse  I  The 
competition  involved  in  buying,  feeding,  and 
seUlng  cattle  Is  keen.  In  a  free  enterprise 
system,  it  is  this  competition  that  makes  an 
Industry  successful.  By  allowing  packers  to 
own  and  operate  commercial  feedlots  they 
need  not  compete  and  therefore  the  smaU 
operator  is  left  out  in  the  cold  without  a 
competitive  market  for  his  cattle. 

Let’s  keep  the  two  phases  of  the  Industry 
separate  and  aUow  free  enterprise  to  rule. 
My  vote  and  the  vote  of  many  young  farmers 
would  be  yes  on  the  proposed  changes  to  the 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Act.  (J.  P.  Weber, 
Record  210.) 

5.  Several  businessmen  expressed  sup¬ 
port  for  the  proposed  regulation.  The 
statement  of  Oliver  A.  Hansen,  president 
of  the  Liberty  Trust  and  Savings  Bank, 
Durant,  Iowa,  is  typical. 

I  feel  very  strongly  that  every  effort  must 
be  made  to  get  the  packer  out  of  the  feeding 


or  holding  of  cattle  to  see  a  return  to  a  more 
competitive  situation  between  buyers  and  a 
removal  of  the  leverage  provided  by  having 
cattle  from  which  to  draw  at  their  conveni¬ 
ence. 

•  •  •  •  • 

“Both  the  feeding  of  cattle  by  the  packing 
Industry  and  the  lack  of  proper  bonding  are 
of  importance  to  Mid-West  feeders.  The  stand 
of  the  American  National  Cattleman  Is  cer¬ 
tainly  an  indication  that  group  no  longer 
represents  the  Mid- West  producers.  Tour  pri¬ 
mary  duty  Is  to  retain  a  completely  free  mar¬ 
ket  system  within  this — It  can  never  prevail 
when  the  user  is  also  the  supplier  In  any  way 
where  he  has  the  benefit  of  leverage  such  as 
we  now  see  In  the  cattle  industry.  (OUver  A. 
Hansen,  Record  587.) 

6.  Dr.  V.  James  Rhodes,  a  Professor  of 
Agricultural  Economics  at  the  University 
of  Missouri,  Columbia,  testified  that: 

Effective  competition  in  agricultural  mar¬ 
kets  can  be  injured  by  both  structural  and 
behavioral  changes.  The  structural  changes 
are  of  the  concentrating  of  economic  power, 
so  familiar  in  our  eoonomy,  in  which  big 
firms  on  one  side  of  the  market  dominate 
exchange  arrangements.  The  behavioral 
changes  usuaUy  Involve  a  by-passing  of  the 
open  market  via  various  forms  of  ownership 
or  contractual  integration  which  can  lead 
to  a  market  so  thin  and  unreliable  that  its 
price-making  Is  completely  suspect.  (D.  Tr. 
126.) 

Dr.  Rhodes  summarized  his  presenta¬ 
tion  by  stating: 

A  competitive,  free  enterprise  industry  is 
seldom  self-perpetuating.  One  of  the  para¬ 
doxes  of  markets  Is  that  when  competition 
drives  out  too  many  competitors  then  com¬ 
petition  destroys  Itself.  A  legitimate  use  of 
pubUc  policy  Is  to  preserve  competition. 
Competition  in  the  packing  industry  Is  cer¬ 
tainly  much  better  than  in  such  concen¬ 
trated  industries  as  oU  or  autos.  However, 
there  is  considerable  concentration  in  packer 
buying  and  there  should  be  much  farmer  and 
public  concern  about  any  further  deteriora¬ 
tion  of  competition  in  buying.  On  the  feed¬ 
ing  side  of  the  market,  the  practices  of  cus¬ 
tom  feeding,  tax-sheltered  investment  capi¬ 
tal,  and  corporate  ownership  of  multi-lots 
have  set  the  stage  for  a  level  of  concentra¬ 
tion  that  Is  small  compared  to  packing  but 
amazingly  large  for  agricultural  production. 

The  development  of  vertical  relationships 
between  market  levels  possessing  market 
power  is  usually  detrimental  to  effective 
competition.  The  vertical  link  is  used  to 
transmit  the  advantages  of  power  from  one 
level  to  another. 

If  the  impact  on  competition  is  likely  to 
be  minor  and  if  there  are  Important  eco¬ 
nomic  efficiencies  to  be  gained  by  the  verti¬ 
cal  relationships,  then  society  properly  ac¬ 
quiesces  In  their  formation.  However,  In  this 
case  there  is  reason  to  fear  the  Impact  upon 
competition  and  there  are  no  economic  effi¬ 
ciencies  from  the  social  viewpoint.  There¬ 
fore  I  believe  that  the  public  Interest  would 
be  served  by  the  adoption  of  this  regulation 
prohibiting  the  vertical  integration  by  own¬ 
ership  of  packers  and  custom  lots.  (D.  Tr. 
132-133.) 

V.  In  opposition  to  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lation.  The  arguments  submitted  in  op¬ 
position  to  the  proposed  regulation  may 
be  grouped  generally  into  two  cate¬ 
gories — legal  arguments  and  factual 
arguments. 

A.  Legal  arguments  in  opposition. 
Many  opponents  of  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  have  argued  that  the  Secretary 


lacks  authority  to  promulgate  substan¬ 
tive  regulations  under  Title  H  of  the  Act. 

1.  Section  407  provides,  in  pertinent  part, 
that  "the  Secretary  may  make  such  rules, 
regulations  and  orders  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provision  of  this  act.”  This 
limitation  must  be  read  in  the  light  of  the 
essentially  distinct  and  different  regulatory 
mechanisms  established  by  Titles  n  and  III. 

Title  II  establishes  an  adjudicatory  regu¬ 
latory  mechanism.  Provision  is  made  therein 
for  enforcement  on  a  case-by-case  basis  and 
not  by  general  rulemaking.  Title  m,  in 
marked  contrast,  establishes  a  regulatory 
mechanism  akin  to  that  for  a  public  utUlty — 
it  was  in  fact  modeled  on  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

When  Congress  intended  to  vest  statutory 
authority  in  the  Secretary  to  promulgate 
legislative  regulations,  as  it  did  In  Title  HI, 
Congress  did  so  expUcitly.  It  Is  anomalous 
to  presume  that  a  general  grant  of  rule- 
making  authority,  in  a  catchall  housekeeping 
provision  like  Section  407,  conveys  with  it 
the  statutory  authority  to  promulgate  regu¬ 
lations  of  a  legislative  character  which  Con¬ 
gress  saw  fit  to  grant  only  in  the  highly  cir¬ 
cumscribed  provisions  of  Title  HI. 

Both  the  language  and  structure  of  the 
Act  support  the  conclusion  that  section 
407(a)  as  applied  to  Title  n  authorizes  pro¬ 
mulgation  of  procedural  regulations  only. 
Section  407  of  the  Act  does  not  permit  the 
Secretary  to  circumvent  the  method  of  en¬ 
forcement  prescribed  in  Section  203  through 
the  device  of  a  general  rule  or  regulation  ap¬ 
plicable  to  all  packers.  (Beatrice  Foods  Co., 
Record  638.) 

2.  It  is  also  argued  that  the  proposed 
regulation  is  contrary  to  the  Intent  of 
Congress  in  enacting  the  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Act. 

[FJrom  the  legislative  history  of  the  Act, 
it  is  *  *  *  clear  that  Congress  did  not  intend 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  by  regulation  to 
declare  unlawful  aU  dual  ownership  of  pack¬ 
ers  and  feedlots,  but  to  the  contrary  Intended 
that  each  such  situation  of  dual  ownership 
should,  like  all  other  undeeired  acts  or  prac¬ 
tices  or  courses  of  conduct,  be  examined  in 
light  of  factors  and  effects  set  forth  in  Sec¬ 
tion  202,  and  that  If  such  course  of  business 
does  not  Involve  such  factors,  then  it  Is 
lawful. 

•  •  •  •  • 

[The]  specific  rejection  by  Congress  of  a 
proposed  amendment  to  the  Act  prohibiting 
ownership  by  packers  of  interests  in  stock- 
yards  standing  alone  makes  unauthorized  the 
proposed  regulation  prohibiting  dual  owner¬ 
ship  of  packers  and  feedlots,  for  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Act  cannot  by  regulation  de¬ 
clare  unlawful  under  the  Act  what  Congress 
specifically  refused  to  declare  unlawful  in 
passing  the  Act.”  (Beef  Industry  Action 
Committee,  Record  632.) 

3.  A  third  argument  is  that  the  Packers 
and  Stockyards  Administration  cannot 
make  a  fact  of  ownership,  i.e.,  a  packer 
owning  a  custom  feedlot  or  vice  versa,  a 
per  se  violation  of  the  Act. 

Quite  apart  from  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  to  issue  ‘regulations  as  may  be 
necesary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  the  Secretary  clearly  does  not  have  au¬ 
thority  to  Issue  regulations  that  do  not  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  Yet  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations.  In  attempting  to  prohibit 
outright  conduct  which  Is  not  a  per  se  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  Act,  faU  to  do  Just  that.  The 
unlawful  practices  covered  by  the  Act  aU 
require  a  demonstration  of  either  (1)  anti¬ 
competitive  intent  or  (2)  anticompetitive 
effect.  •  •  *  Nonetheless,  the  Secretary  here 
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proposes  a  regulation  that  would  make  dual 
ownership  of  a  custom  feedlot  by  a  packer 
(or  vice  versa)  a  violation  of  the  Act,  even 
in  the  absence  of  any  evidence  In  a  particular 
case  that  such  ownership  Is  the  product  of  an 
illegal  purpose  or  restricts  or  Is  likely  to 
restrict  competition.  (Beatrice  Poods  Co., 
Record  638.) 

In  support  of  this  argument,  It  is  again  • 
stated  that  Congress  rejected  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  would  have  prohibited  a 
packer  from  owning  a  stockyard,  and 
therefore  could  not  have  intended  a  mere 
fact  of  ownership  to  constitute  a  per  se 
violation  of  the  Act. 

B.  Factual  Arguments  in  Opposition. 
Parties  in  opposition  to  the  proposed 
rule  argue  that  the  record  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  does  not  support  the  conclusion 
that  dual  ownership  restricts  competi¬ 
tion. 

1.  It  is  stated  that  the  Administration 
has  not  presented  evidence, 

•  •  •  as  to  (1 )  the  number  of  custom  feed- 
lots  currently  owned  by  packers,  (2)  the  per¬ 
centage  of  custom  feedlots  owned  by  pack¬ 
ers,  or  (3)  more  Importantly,  the  number  or 
percentage  of  fat  cattle  which  would  be  af¬ 
fected  by  such  acquisitions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

One  could  easily  conclude  that  the  num¬ 
ber  of  private  feedlots  or  the  number  of  cus¬ 
tom  feedlots  totally  unafflUated  with  a  pack¬ 
ing  operation  has  Increased,  resulting  In  a 
net  decrease  In  the  percentage  of  custom 
feedlots  owned  by  packers.  (Beatrice  Foods 
Co..  Record  638.) 

It  is  further  argued  that  there  is  no 
parallel  between  the  livestock  marketing 
situation  today  and  the  situation  which 
existed  in  1919.  “At  the  time  of  the  1919 
report,  the  'Big  Five’  controlled  56.8  per¬ 
cent  of  all  marketed  livestock  and  there 
were  only  seven  terminal  markets.1  In 
1970,  by  contrast,  the  *Big  Four*  ac¬ 
counted  for  only  21.3  percent  of  all 
slaughtered  cattle;  and,  in  1973,  55  per¬ 
cent  of  all  fed  cattle  were  marketed  at 
some  704  feedlots,  by  the  Department's 
own  testimony.  (D.  Tr.  16.)  The  record  is 
devoid  of  any  basis  for  equating  current 
market  conditions  with  those  which  pre¬ 
vailed  in  1919.”  (Beatrice  Foods  Co.,  Rec¬ 
ord  638.) 

2.  Many  parties  in  opposition  to  the 
proposed  regulation  argue  that  it  will  ac¬ 
tually  restrict,  rather  than  increase  com¬ 
petition.  One  such  argument  is  that  in 
many  cases  the  small  packer  feeding 
livestock  for  its  own  slaughter  purposes 
must  custom  feed  to  fully  and  profitably 
utilize  its  feedyard  facilities.  (Glover, 
Inc.,  Record  636.) 

Another  argument  is  that  packers 
feeding  for  their  own  slaughter  needs 
cannot  utilize  the  full  range  of  fed  live¬ 
stock  produced.  One  packer  testified 
that; 

Each  packing  plant  tends  to  specialize  in 
a  particular  product  line,  such  as  light, 
choice  type  carcasses  for  retail  distribution. 


’  In  1919,  the  Big  Five  packers  had  a  con¬ 
trolling  Interest  in  22  of  the  60  terminal  mar¬ 
kets  operating  at  that  time,  and  a  minority 
interest  in  6  other  terminal  markets.  Report 
of  the  Pederal  Trade  Commission  on  the 
Meat  Packing  Industry,  Part  III,  p.  23 
(June  28,  1919). 


or  leaner,  lower  quality  types  for  manufac¬ 
turing  use,  or  heavy,  highly  finished  cattle 
for  Jobbing  and  hotel  and  restaurant  dis¬ 
tribution. 

There  is  a  great  necessity  for  packers  to 
have  a  wide  source  of  supply,  to  acquire  the 
particular  type  and  kind  of  Uve  animal  that 
they  specialize  in. 

If,  however,  und  sr  the  regulations,  we  were 
forced  to  absorb  all  the  fed  cattle  production 
of  our  own  yard,  we  would  get  a  high  per¬ 
centage  of  cattle  that  do  not  fit  our  plant’s 
requirements.  In  the  normal  operation  of  a 
feed  yard,  a  certain  amount  of  sorting  by  size 
and  type  is  done  so  that  the  cattle  can  be 
sold  to  packers  using  that  size  and  type. 

If  our  plant  had  to  use  aU  of  the  feed  yard’s 
production  regardless  of  size  or  type,  we 
would  be  put  in  a  very  anti -competitive  posi¬ 
tion,  that  of  not  having  the  product  to  fit  our 
business  or  conversely  not  having  the  busi¬ 
ness  to  fit  the  product.  Hence,  you  create  a 
situation  of  the  tall  wagging  the  dog.  Instead 
of  me,  the  packer,  selecting  from  many 
sources  the  product  that  I  need  to  run  my 
business,  I  must  now  run  my  business  to  fit 
the  wide  variety  of  live  products  that  I  can 
get  from  only  one  source. 

Marketing  under  these  conditions  invar¬ 
iably  leads  to  distressed  selling  which  com¬ 
pletely  destroys  the  market  for  both  Uve  and 
dressed  and  would  create  substantial  losses 
for  my  company  which  I  could  not  endure. 
(Testimony  of  Lawrence  Wolf  sen  on  behalf 
of  Walti.  Schilling  Packing  Co..  P.  Tr.  43-43.) 

Along  the  same  line,  a  custom  feedlot 
operator  which  has  recently  acquired  a 
packing  concern  argues  that  “•  •  •  the 
impact  of  the  proposed  regulations  will 
be  in  direct  opposition  to  the  stated  ob¬ 
jective  of  the  PfcSA  since  divestiture  by 
our  company  of  its  packing  plant  would 
either  create  a  potentially  uneconomi- 
cally  viable  packing  plant  whose  ability 
to  compete  with  Swift  would  be  severely 
diminished,  if  not  destroyed;  or,  the 
plant  would  be  acquired  by  an  existing 
larger  packer  with  resulting  further  con¬ 
centration  in  the  packing  industry.  That 
same  result  would  doubtless  occur  in  re¬ 
peated  instances  throughout  the  Ari¬ 
zona-Southern  California  market  area 
and  in  other  areas  of  the  United  States. 
(Arizona-Colorado  Land  It  Cattle  Com¬ 
pany,  Record  639.) 

3.  Several  packers  and  custom  feedlots 
argued  that  their  particular  situations 
presented  no  threat  to  competition. 
Ownes  Country  Sausage,  Inc.,  stated 

that. 

We  are  specialists  in  the  meat  packing 
business.  As  opposed  to  the  full  line  packer 
we  are  only  concerned  with  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  sale  of  pork  sausage  in  the  South 
and  Southwest  Region. 

In  addition  to  our  pork  sausage  business, 
we  also  own  controlling  interest  in  a  hog 
production  facility  (farrow  to  finish  weight) 
called  "Lean co”  which  Is  located  160  miles 
away. 

The  two  businesses  are  only  related  by 
ownership  interest.  Owens  Country  Sausage 
has  never  purchased  any  of  the  livestock  out¬ 
put  from  Leanco  and  probably  never  will. 
Lean  co  produces  a  hog  of  different  size  and 
weight  than  we  normally  use.  Ail  of  Leanco’s 
hog  production  is  sold  on  the  market  to  other 
packers  and  they  depend  upon  Leanco  as  a 
source  of  supply. 

Our  purpose  in  owning  part  of  Leanco  was 
simply  as  a  kind  of  hedge.  It’s  usually  very 
hard  to  be  profitable  in  the  sausage  busi¬ 
ness  when  hogs  are  high  priced  but  the  hog 
business  should  then  be  profitable,  and  vice 


versa  when  hog  prices  are  low.  (Owens  Coun¬ 
try  Sausage,  Inc.,  Record  101.) 

Similarly,  Lykes  Bros.,  Inc.,  explained 
their  dual  packer  custom  feedlot  oper¬ 
ation  as  follows: 

The  undersigned  Cattle  Feeding  Divisions 
located  in  Edroy,  Texas  and  Brooksvllle,  Flor¬ 
ida,  could  be  considered  to  be  under  com¬ 
mon  ownership  with  a  packer  of  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  doing  business  in  the  State  of  Florida. 
However,  aa  this  statement  will  illustrate, 
common  ownership  is  virtually  the  extent 
of  the  affiliation  between  these  two  entities. 
Even  though  the  feedlot  and  packing  plant 
divisions  fall  under  the  same  corporate  con¬ 
trol,  they  are  Independently  managed  by  sep¬ 
arate  officers  and  there  is  no  overlap  in  opera¬ 
tion  except  where  free  and  open  competi¬ 
tive  conditions  permit. 

*  •  •  •  • 

There  is  no  opportunity  under  present 
marketing  conditions  for  a  packer  affiliate 
of  these  feedlots  to  control  or  influence  the 
pricing  of  fed  cattle  to  packing  organiza¬ 
tions.  This  is  primarily  because  sales  by  these 
feedlots  are  on  a  competitive  bidding  basis. 
The  Florida  feedlot  has  actually  been  ques¬ 
tioned  by  its  customers  concerning  why  Lykes 
Bros.  Packing  Plant  did  not  slaughter  more 
of  their  cattle.  The  answer  is  simply  that 
Lykes  Bros.  Packing  Plant  was  not  competi¬ 
tive  and  therefore  such  finished  cattle  were 
sold  to  packers  submitting  the  best  bids. 
Customers  of  this  feedlot  will  testify  to  this 
effect.  It  should  also  be  noted  that  the  Texas 
feedlot  does  not  ship  any  cattle  to  Lykes 
Bros.  Packing  Plant  for  slaughter,  all  cattle 
sales  being  made  to  local  area  packers  In 
Texas.  The  marketing  of  finished  cattle  by 
these  feedlots  Is  done  primarily  on  a  live 
weight  basis,  with  the  consent  of  the  owner 
and  packer  as  to  price  and  condition.  Pur¬ 
chases  of  feeder  cattle  by  Lykes  Bros.  Cattle 
Feeding  Divisions  for  accounts  other  than 
its  own  represent  lees  than  20%  of  the  cattle 
fed  in  such  feedlots.  (Lykes  Bros.  Inc.,  Ex¬ 
hibit  12.) 

Beatrice  Foods  Co.  argued  along  the 
same  lines.  “Thus,  as  pointed  out  (D.  Tr. 
28),  *(Un  established  feeding  areas  most 
fed  cattle  move  to  plants  that  are  within 
75  miles  of  the  feedlot.’  In  the  case  of 
Beatrioe  Foods,  its  slaughter  opera¬ 
tions  *  •  •  are  loeated  over  five  hundred 
miles  trmm  Ms  fwdoto.  Fed  cattle  from 
Ms  custom  feedlot  operations  have  never 
been  purchased  by  Ms  parking  operations. 
Under  these  tk ecrest nines  there  ean  be 
no  posrtbte  conflict  cf  interest  or  exer¬ 
cise  of  leverage  and  none  has  been  al¬ 
leged.”  (Beatrice  Foods  Co.,  Record  638.) 

4.  Another  Ume  of  argument  advanced 
by  opponents  challenges  the  economic 
basis  of  the  proposed  regulation.  Pro¬ 
ponents  of  this  argument  assert  that  the 
beef  market  is  a  national  market,  rather 
than  local  or  regional,  at  all  levels  of 
trading  (wholesale  beef  and  live  cattle) , 
and  that  only  the  national  market  is 
relevant  because  local  and  regional  mar¬ 
kets  cannot  be  defined.  It  is  further 
argued  that  the  national  market  for  beef 
is  competitive  and  that  price  differences 
between  regions  do  not  exceed  transpor¬ 
tation  costs  because  of  interregional 
shipments  of  both  beef  and  cattle.  At  the 
national  level,  concentration  ratios  for 
the  four  largest  firms  have  decreased 
from  49  percent  in  1921  to  about  21  per¬ 
cent  In  1970.  (Williams,  D.  Tr.  181-182, 
Goodwin,  P.  Tr.  93-108.) 
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The  possible  efficiencies  resulting  from 
dual  ownership  of  meat  packing  and  cus¬ 
tom  feeding  are  given  as  another  reason 
why  the  regulation  should  not  be 
adopted.  The  regulation  would  inhibit 
necessary  adjustments  by  the  industry 
to  changing  economic  conditions. 

Dr.  John  Goodwin,  Deputy  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Agriculture  for  the  State  of 
Oklahoma,  argues  that  because  of  geo¬ 
graphic  shifts  in  cattle  feeding  to  the 
Panhandle  area,  packers  in  the  Upper 
Midwest  and  Desert  Southwest  may  be 
required  to  integrate  into  custom  feed¬ 
ing  operations  in  order  to  survive  as  busi¬ 
ness  entities.  This,  he  asserts,  is  because 
of  the  prohibitively  high  costs  (shrink¬ 
age  and  transportation)  of  interregional 
movement  of  slaughter  cattle.  (P.  Tr. 
97.) 

Dr.  Willard  Williams,  Horn  Professor 
of  Agricultural  Economics,  Texas  Tech 
University,  testifying  on  behalf  of  the 
Beef  Industry  Action  Committee,  argues 
that  the  extreme  price  risks  in  the  feed¬ 
ing  industry  make  access  to  large  quan¬ 
tities  of  liquid  capital,  rather  than  man¬ 
agement  efficiency,  the  principal  require¬ 
ment  for  survival  of  feedlots.  Strong  fi¬ 
nancial  shelters  are  required.  These  may 
include  integration  of  feedlots  into  con¬ 
glomerate  organizations  such  as  chemi¬ 
cal  and  oil  companies,  as  well  as  integra¬ 
tion  into  meat  packing  companies.  (D. 
Tr.  203.) 

5.  It  is  also  pointed  out  by  opponents 
that  the  proposed  regulation  would  not 
retard  vertical  integration  because  pack¬ 
ers  would  still  be  permitted  to  feed  live¬ 
stock  for  their  own  slaughter  purposes 
(Beatrice  Foods  Co.,  Record  638.) ;  and 
that  there  is  no  danger  that  the  packer- 
owner  of  a  hotel-restaurant  custom  feed- 
lot  would  have  access  to  market  informa¬ 
tion  not  available  to  competitors  because 
“producers  throughout  the  Nation  are 
now  well-informed  almost  daily  on  sup¬ 
ply-demand,  prices  and  market  condi¬ 
tions.”  (Dr.  Willard  F.  Williams  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Beef  Industry  Action  Com¬ 
mittee,  D.  Tr.  197.) 

VI.  Suggested  alternatives  and  modi¬ 
fications  to  the  Proposed  Rule.  The  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice  has  suggested  that 
in  order  to  clarify  certain  aspects  of  the 
proposed  regulations,  paragraph  (c)  be 
added  to  S  201.70a,  as  follows: 

(c)  This  section  shall  not  he  construed  to 
limit  or  prohibit  any  packer  from  hiring  the 
services  of  all  or  any  part  of  a  custom  feed- 
lot  or  from  contracting  therefor,  nor  shall  the 
fact  that  a  packer  advances  funds  for  or  pro¬ 
vides  livestock,  feed,  veterinary  service  or 
other  goods  or  services  to  a  custom  feedlot 
constitute  ownership,  finance,  control,  man¬ 
agement,  or  operation  of  a  custom  feedlot, 
nor  shall  contractual  terms  reasonably  reg¬ 
ulating  the  care  and  feeding  of  packer  owned 
livestock  by  a  custom  feeder  be  deemed  to 
contravene  this  section  and,  correspondingly, 
provides  that  custom  feeders  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  violate  this  section  by  selling  all 
or  any  part  of  their  services  to  packers,  or  by 
receiving  livestock,  goods,  services,  or  funds 
therefor  from  packers,  or  by  entering  Into 
contracts  with  packers  reasonably  regulating 
the  care  and  feeding  to  be  provided  by  them 
to  packer  owned  livestock. 

VII.  Ancillary  Matters.  Many  com¬ 
ments  submitted  in  this  proceeding  have 


been  directed  towards  the  question  of 
registration  and  bonding  of  custom  feed- 
lots. 

It  was  pointed  out  in  testimony  offered 
by  Administration  officials  at  both  hear¬ 
ings  that  bonding  and  registration  of 
custom  feedlots  was  not  the  subject  of 
the  proceeding.  If  a  custom  feedlot  is  a 
"market  agency”  or  “dealer,”  as  defined 
in  §  301  (c)  and  (d)  of  the  Act  (7  U.S.C. 
201(c)  (d) ),  it  is  required  to  register  and 
bond  in  conformance  with  §§  201.10  and 
201.29  of  the  regulations. 

Mr.  Harold  Carter,  Presiding  Officer 
of  the  hearings,  made  statements  on  the 
record  that  registration  and  bonding  of 
custom  feedlots  which  in  fact  meet  the 
statutory  definition  of  “dealer”  or  “mar¬ 
ket  agency"  were  not  the  subject  matter 
of  this  rulemaking  proceeding,  but  that 
he  would  permit  any  statements  regard¬ 
ing  the  matter  to  be  included  in  the  rec¬ 
ord  for  consideration  by  the  administra¬ 
tive  officials. 

The  custom  feedlot  and  packer  indus¬ 
tries  have  argued  in  testimony  and 
statements  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk 
that  custom  feedlots  buying  and  selling 
livestock  for  customers  are  special  ex¬ 
ceptions  and  should  be  treated  accord¬ 
ingly,  stating  that  any  buying  and  sell¬ 
ing  services  are  incidental  to  the  farm¬ 
ing  or  ranching  operation  of  the  custom 
feedlot.  Many  feedlot  operators  also 
stated  that  the  bonding  requirements 
under  the  Act  are  inadequate  to  afford 
any  meaningful  protection  to  the  public. 

It  is  clear,  however,  that  feedlots  are 
major  marketing  centers.  One  witness 
who  testified  in  opposition  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation,  Dr.  Willard  Williams, 
recognized  this  fact  as  early  as  1964.  As 
senior  author  of  a  popular  livestock  mar¬ 
keting  college  textbook.  Dr.  Williams 
wrote  as  follows  in  1964: 

Feedlots  are  places  where  Uveeetock  are 
bought  and  sold  and,  therefore,  they  are 
markets  as  well  as  places  of  production. 
To  an  Increasing  extent,  the  feedlot  opera¬ 
tor  or  an  employed  salesman,  who  may 
be  a  commission  agent,  conducts  buyers 
through  the  yards  selling  at  private  treaty 
In  much  the  same  manner  as  a  commission 
agent  at  a  terminal  market.  In  addition, 
he  frequently  sells  on  a  description  basis 
by  telephone.  Continuing  verbal  arrange¬ 
ments  with  packers  on  volume  and  prices 
are  common.  Feedlots  could  become  the  na¬ 
tion’s  principal  market  centers  for  slaughter 
cattle.  (Williams,  Willard  F.,  and  Thomas  T. 
Stout,  “Economics  of  the  Livestock -Meat  In¬ 
dustry,”  the  Macmillan  Company,  New  York. 
1964,  page  318.) 

An  administrative  agency  administer¬ 
ing  an  act  must  comply  with  the  man¬ 
date  of  the  legislation  as  passed  by  Con¬ 
gress.  It  is  the  position  of  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  that  any  custom  feedlot  operat¬ 
ing  as  a  market  agency  or  dealer  must 
register  and  post  an  adequate  bond. 

The  Administration  believes  that  the 
operation  of  a  custom  feedlot  providing 
buying  and  selling  services  presents 
many  possibilities  for  conflict-of-interest 
situations.  Some  of  these  are  detailed  in 
the  statements  filed  by  Great  Plains 
Western  Corporation,  a  California  cattle 
management  corporation. 


At  the  outset  we  wish  to  emphasize 
strongly  our  support  for  this  proposed  reg¬ 
ulation,  and  more  Importantly,  comment  on 
the  undesirable  activities  of  some  feedyards 
In  connection  with  the  buying  or  selling  of 
cattle  which  should  also  be  the  subject  of 
regulation. 

While  a  large  number  of  feedyards  are  run 
In  a  very  reputable  and  ethical  manner,  there 
are  enough  bad  practices  prevalent  in  this 
Industry  from  which  the  cattle  owner  has 
great  difficulty  In  protecting  himself  that  we 
believe  it  would  be  greatly  in  the  Interest 
of  the  cattle  feeding  industry  and  cattle 
owners  to  place  the  feedyards  under  a  certain 
minimum  amount  of  regulation. 

A  regulation  should  be  drafted  to  require 
that  a  packyard  (sic]  disclose  all  forms  of 
benefit  obtained  by  It,  Its  officers,  directors, 
employees  or  affiliated  companies  obtained 
when  purchasing  cattle  as  an  agent  for  a 
third  party.  Our  experience  has  shown  that 
there  are  feedyards  which  purchase  cattle 
for  customers  In  which  they  have  a  hidden 
Interest. 

This  hidden  Interest  In  cattle  that  they 
are  apparently  buying  for  the  cattle  owner 
as  an  agent  is  an  Insidious  practice.  It  leads 
to  the  customer  or  the  owner  paying  secret 
commissions  or  secret  markups  and  being 
under  the  Illusion  that  he  is  buying  cattle 
at  market  prices. 

Feedyards  should  never  be  allowed  to  act 
as  an  agent  where  they  have  a  conflict  of 
interest  in  the  purchase  of  cattle. 

There  are  also  discovered  from  time  to 
time  kickbacks  that  commission  merchants 
give  feedyards  directly  or  Indirectly,  for 
throwing  customer  business  to  them. 

Another  major  area  that  needs  careful  at¬ 
tention  is  the  area  of  the  sale  of  cattle  by 
feedyards  to  packers.  All  kinds  of  abuses 
creep  in  here  from  time  to  time.  For  one  thing 
feedyards  sometimes  sell  their  own  cattle  to 
a  packer  at  the  same  time  they  are  acting  as 
an  agent  In  selling  an  owner's  cattle  to  the 
same  packer.  It  Is  so  easy  for  the  feedyard 
to  take  a  hidden  premium  for  his  cattle 
while  the  owner's  cattle  are  being  discounted 
Feedyards  should  be  required  to  disclose  to 
all  of  their  feedyard  customers  the  price  at 
which  each  pen  of  cattle  is  sold  by  the  feed- 
yard  and  a  clear  indication  should  be  given 
as  to  all  of  the  consideration  received  by  the 
feedyard  lor  the  sale  of  its  own  cattle  to 
packers.  In  that  way  owners  would  have 
some  opportunity  to  discover  when  a  feed- 
yard  is  beneflttlng  at  the  owner’s  expense. 
(Great  Plains  Western  Corporation.  Record 
416.) 

The  Administration  will  continue  to 
register  and  bond  custom  feedlots  that 
operate  as  market  agencies  and  dealers 
as  required  by  law.  The  Administration 
has  no  intention  of  registering  and  bond¬ 
ing  custom  feedlots  that  do  not  engage 
in  the  business  of  buying  and  selling 
livestock  in  commerce  for  others.  How¬ 
ever,  the  suggestions  that  the  bonds  re¬ 
quested  of  dealers  and  market  agencies 
are  insufficient  may  be  entirely  correct. 
The  record  will  be  reviewed  along  with 
other  information  to  determine  the 
feasibility  of  increasing  the  formula  for 
determining  bonds  for  all  dealers  and 
market  agencies. 

VIH.  Summary  and  conclusions.  On 
the  basis  of  the  record  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing,  including  but  not  limited  to  those 
portions  referred  to  above,  the  Admin¬ 
istration  has  concluded  that  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  the  proposed  regulation,  as 
amended  for  clarification,  relating  to 
packer  ownership  or  financing  of  cus¬ 
tom  feedlots,  and  custom  feedlot  owner- 
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ship  or  financing  of  packers  should  be 
issued  in  the  public  interest. 

The  record  has  demonstrated  that : 

1.  Almost  all  steers  and  heifers  pres¬ 
ently  slaughtered  are  finished  in  a  feed- 
lot; 

2.  Fed  cattle  are  primarily  marketed 
at  the  feedlot  and  not  at  a  public  market; 

3.  The  market  for  fed  cattle  is  local¬ 
ized; 

4.  Packers  are  beginning  to  expand 
into  the  business  of  custom  feeding  live¬ 
stock  on  a  large  scale;  and 

5.  Severe  and  obvious  conflict-of- 
interest  situations  are  inherent  in  such 
dual  ownership. 

Therefore,  on  the  basis  of  its  accumu¬ 
lated  knowledge  and  experience  and  the 
record  in  this  proceeding,  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  concludes  that  the  dual  owner¬ 
ship  of  a  custom  feedlot  and  a  packer  is 
a  practice  which  has  the  tendency  and 
effect  of  restraining  commerce  and  creat¬ 
ing  a  monopoly,  and  should  be  proscribed 
under  the  provisions  of  section  202  of  the 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  192). 

Dr.  Williard  Williams,  a  noted  agricul¬ 
tural  economist  who  testified  on  behalf 
of  the  Beef  Industry  Action  Committee 
in  opposition  to  the  proposed  regulation, 
has  recognized  that  not  only  are  feedlots 
centers  of  production,  they  are  also  im¬ 
portant  marketing  centers.  (Williams 
and  Stout,  “Economics  of  the  Livestock- 
Meat  Industry,”  p.  318,  Macmillan  Co., 
N.Y.,  1964.)  In  this  respect,  the  growth 
in  packer  ownership  of  custom  feedlots, 
with  the  attendant  sale  of  fed  livestock 
to  other  packers,  represents  a  type  of 
vertical  integration  similar  to  that  which 
characterized  the  industry  in  1920,  wrhen 
the  packing  industry  controlled  the 
major  marketing  facilities.  In  a  livestock 
marketing  industry  which  already  shows 
tendencies  toward  monopoly,  this  devel¬ 
opment  has  real  potential  for  further 
decreasing  competition  in  livestock  pro¬ 
curement.  These  developments  can  be 
expected  to  confer  additional  market 
power  to  the  buying  side  of  livestock 
marketing. 

Among  the  17  firms  which  have  made 
or  proposed  such  acquisitions  wrere  the 
top  four,  the  sixth,  and  the  eight  largest 
fed-cattle  slaughtering  firms  in  the  coun¬ 
try  in  1972.  Most  of  these  17  firms  are 
major  buyers  in  many  States.  Together, 
these  firms  accounted  for  more  than  60 
percent  of  the  fed  cattle  slaughtered  in 
Iowa,  in  Arizona,  and  in  New  Mexico. 
They  accounted  for  more  than  50  percent 
of  fed-cattle  slaughtered  in  Texas,  in 
Oklahoma,  and  in  Utah.  They  also  ac¬ 
counted  for  more  than  35  percent  of  fed- 
cattle  slaughtered  in  other  States  such  as 
Nebraska,  Minnesota,  South  Dakota,  and 
Missouri.  Clearly,  this  important  devel¬ 
opment  could  have  widespread  effects 
on  the  competitive  level  of  marketing 
fed  cattle  in  most  of  the  important  cattle 
feeding  States  if  packers  carry  out  their 
custom  feeding  proposals. 

The  international  market  for  beef,  and 
the  national,  regional.  State,  and  local 
metropolitan  markets  for  beef  and  beef 
carcasses  at  wholesale,  all  affect  fed- 
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beef  cattle  prices.  On  a  national  basis,  the 
wholesale  distribution  of  beef  is  usually 
considered  to  be  relatively  competitive. 
But  the  relevant  market  for  purposes 
of  considering  the  need  for  this  regula¬ 
tion  is  the  local  procurement  of  fed 
cattle.  In  almost  all  cases,  either  for  the 

79  percent  of  fed  cattle  sold  at  the  feedlot 
or  for  the  30  percent  sold  at  public  mar¬ 
kets,  prices  are  made  in  the  physical 
presence  of  the  cattle  or  with  buyers  who 
have  seen  the  cattle  previously.  The 
level  of  competition  depends  on  the  num¬ 
ber  of  buyers  who  are  accessible  to  the 
cattle  feeder. 

Numbers  of  available  slaughterers  are 
limited  in  many  important  feeding  areas. 
Nine  important  feeding  States  account 
for  three-fourths  of  the  fed-cattle 
slaughtered  in  this  country.  Five  of  these 
nine  States  have  a  highly  concentrated 
buying  structure,  in  that  within  each, 
the  four  largest  packers  account  for 
more  than  65  percent  of  the  total 
slaughter.  The  three  most  important 
feeding  States  can  be  called  concentrated 
markets  in  that  the  four  ranking  firms 
account  for  more  than  50  percent  of 
total  slaughter.  In  six  other  States, 
widely  recognized  for  their  importance 
in  the  cattle  feeding  industry,  although 
not  included  among  the  nine  most  im¬ 
portant  States  for  fed-cattle  slaughter, 
market  shares  at  the  four-firm  level  are 

80  percent  or  higher. 

If  the  Panhandle  sections  of  Texas 
and  Oklahoma  and  the  adjacent  areas  of 
Kansas  and  New  Mexico  were  considered 
as  a  single  slaughtering  complex,  the 
sections  combined  would  be  equivalent  to 
a  single  State  in  many  other  important 
slaughtering  areas.  For  the  slaughtering 
complex  within  a  150  mile  radius  of 
Amarillo,  four  films  account  for  about  78 
percent  of  the  total  slaughter — a  highly 
concentrated  industry  structure.  Two  of 
these  firms  account  for  47  percent  of  the 
slaughter  in  this  area. 

For  the  25  largest  fed-cattle  slaughter¬ 
ing  States,  accounting  for  96  percent  of 
fed-cattle  slaughter,  weighted  average 
market  shares  at  the  four-firm  level  were 
about  56  percent  in  1969,  55  percent  in 
1970,  59  percent  in  1971,  and  62  percent 
in  1972.  During  this  3-year  period,  aver¬ 
age  market  shares  increased  more  than  5 
percentage  points. 

In  general,  buyer  availability  on  a 
State  level  overstates  buyer  availability 
at  the  feedlot.  Procurement  areas  within 
which  a  given  packing  plant  affects  price 
making  are  usually  smaller  than  a  single 
State.  In  established  feeding  areas  most 
fed  cattle  move  to  plants  that  were  within 
75  miles  of  the  feedlot.  Many  farmer- 
feeders  have  as  few  as  three,  four,  or  pos¬ 
sibly  five  buyers  who  are  available  to 
bid  on  their  livestock. 

This  relative  fewness  of  buyers  means 
that  the  buying  side  of  the  market  has 
more  market  power  than  the  selling  side. 
A  decision  on  the  part  of  a  single  buyer 
to  buy  or  not  to  buy  may  have  an  effect 
on  price.  A  similar  decision  on  the  part  of 
a  single  seller  has  no  price  effect  at  all. 
This  means  that  the  market  for  fed  cat¬ 
tle  is  not  fully  competitive — that  there 


are  some  tendencies  tow'ard  monopolistic 
price  making  already  present  in  the  sys¬ 
tem.  And  monopolistic  tendencies  are 
further  encouraged  or  extended  when 
packer-custom  feeding  is  interposed  onto 
a  less  than  fully  competitive  marketing 
or  pricing  system.  A  vertically  integrated 
firm  can  use  its  market  strength  at  one 
level  of  competition  as  leverage  to  extend 
Its  market  power  at  another  level,  often 
to  the  detriment  of  a  competitor  or  of  a 
supplier  or  customer. 

Conflicts  of  interests  in  the  packer- 
custom  feeding  relationship  are  likely  to 
further  compound  the  anticompetitive 
effects  of  vertical  integration  on  an 
already  concentrated  market. 

Any  custom  feeding  operation  which 
buys  or  sells  livestock  for  others  is  per¬ 
forming  a  “market  agency”  or  “dealer 
agent”  function.  Its  primary  interest  as 
an  agent  should  be  to  buy  feeder  cattle 
for  the  lowest  price  and  sell  finished 
cattle  for  the  highest  price  as  an  agent 
for  his  principal,  the  owner  of  the  cattle. 
However,  the  packer  is  interested  in 
slaughtering  the  cattle  himself  and  is 
not  as  likely  to  be  very  active  in  seeking 
out  higher  bids  from  competitors. 

The  packer-custom  feeder’s  principal, 
the  owner  of  the  cattle,  is  injured  be¬ 
cause  he  has  not  been  properly  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  performance  of  the  agent 
function.  His  cattle  may  not  have  been 
sold  for  the  highest  price.  This  conflict 
of  interest  also  results  in  giving  the 
packer-custom  feeder  an  unfair  compet¬ 
itive  advantage  over  other  packers  who 
do  not  have  custom  feeding  arrange¬ 
ments. 

Price  depressing  effects  from  market 
power  associated  with  market  concentra¬ 
tion  have  been  demonstrated  in  several 
research  studies  conducted  in  the  De¬ 
partment  and  elsewhere.  These  studies 
have  demonstrated  that  market  power 
is  not  a  myth.  In  markets  that  are  not 
fully  competitive  it  can  be  exercised  to 
affect  prices. 

Increasing  tendencies  toward  a  monop¬ 
olistic  structure  in  the  procurement  of 
livestock  are  probable  consequences  of 
the  growth  of  packer-owned  and  oper¬ 
ated  custom  feedlots.  They  are  likely  to 
result  in  price  depressing  effects  from 
the  added  market  power,  the  ability  of 
an  individual  packer  to  affect  price  by  a 
decision  to  buy  or  not  to  buy,  which 
stems  from  the  greater  concentration  of 
power  on  the  buying  side  of  the  market. 

Some  opponents  have  asserted  that 
this  regulation  is  not  needed  because  of 
active  competition  at  all  levels  of  trad¬ 
ing.  They  maintain  that  the  relevant  beef 
market  is  a  national  market.  To  bolster 
their  arguments  of  a  presently  competi¬ 
tive  beef  industry,  they  cite  the  decline 
at  the  four-firm  level  of  concentration  at 
the  national  market. 

However,  in  explaining  regional  shifts 
in  slaughter,  one  of  the  strong  propo¬ 
nents  of  using  the  national  market  con¬ 
cept  spoke  of  “the  prohibitively  high  cost 
of  interregional  movements  for  slaughter 
cattle,”  not  only  in  terms  of  transporta¬ 
tion  costs,  but  also  in  terms  of  shrink  and 
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condemnation.  (Dr.  John  Goodwin,  P. 
Tr.  97.) 

The  relevant  market  for  fed  cattle  is 
localized.  It  may  be  as  small  as  a  few 
counties,  as  a  State-wide  area,  or  some¬ 
times  larger.  Because  of  the  transporta¬ 
tion  and  shrinkage  costs,  packers  at¬ 
tempt  to  procure  as  much  as  possible  of 
the  available  local  supply  before  they  go 
to  more  distant  areas  to  obtain  the  addi¬ 
tional  volume  necessary  for  their  slaugh¬ 
ter  requirements. 

Some  opponents  of  the  regulation  have 
expounded  the  potential  efficiencies  from 
dual  ownership.  Vertical  integration  can 
sometimes  contribute  to  economies  of 
production.  But  an  important  objection 
is  its  possible  Injurious  impact  upon 
competition.  In  this  case,  however,  the 
efficiency  justification  does  not  apply.  To 
efficiently  schedule  the  movement  of 
cattle  to  slaughter,  packers  have  long 
used  such  options  as  feeding  in  custom 
feedlots,  buying  several  weeks  .ahead  of 
delivery,  or  even  feeding  in  their  own 
feedlots.  These  practices  are  not  affected 
by  this  regulation.  Also,  dual  ownership 
confers  no  particular  advantage  on  a 
feedlot  in  its  primary  job  of  converting 
feed  to  beef. 

The  proposed  regulation  is  directed  to¬ 
ward  preventing  a  reshaping  of  the  in¬ 
dustry  toward  a  more  monopolistic 
structure.  A  competitive,  free  enterprise 
industry  is  seldom  self-perpetuating. 
One  of  the  paradoxes  of  some  market 
situations  is  that  when  competition 
drives  out  too  many  competitors,  then 
competition  destroys  itself.  A  legitimate 
use  of  public  policy  is  to  preserve  com¬ 
petition. 

The  regulation  is  consistent  with  the 
intent  and  purpose  of  the  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Act,  as  explained  by  Con¬ 
gressman  Anderson  of  Minnesota,  the 
House  Floor  Manager  of  the  bill.  “I  think 
the  way  to  regulate  prices  is  to  create  in 
the  industry,  as  far  as  it  is  possible  to  do 
it,  healthy  conditions  of  competition. 
The  trouble  with  us  heretofore  has  been 
that  we  have  dealt  with  the  fact  after  it 
has  become  an  accomplished  fact.  We 
have  not  undertaken  to  deal  with  a  mo¬ 
nopoly  until  after  a  thing  has  become  a 
monopoly,  and  then  we  have  sought  to 
divide  it  into  its  constituent  parts  and 
compel  those  parts  to  compete  all  over 
again.  I  think  that  has  been  a  failure  in 
each  and  every  instance,  What  this  bill 
seeks  to  do  is  to  prohibit  the  particular 
conditions  under  which  monopoly  is  built 
up,  and  to  prevent  a  monopoly  in  the  first 
place  and  to  induce  healthy  competi¬ 
tion.”  Hearings  on  H.R.  232  Before  the 
House  Committee  on  Agriculture,  67th 
Cong.,  1st  Sess.,  Ser.  D,  at  27  (1921) . 

The  argument  is  advanced  by  oppo¬ 
nents  to  the  proposed  regulation  that 
because  Congress  rejected  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Act  prohibiting  packer  own¬ 
ership  of  stockyards  it  did  not  intend  to 
proscribe,  across-the-board,  packer  own¬ 
ership  of  marketing  facilities  such  as 
custom  feedlots.  At  the  time  that  amend¬ 
ment  was  considered,  however,  it  had 
been  effectively  rendered  moot  by  the 
consent  decree,  in  which  the  Big  Five 
packers  agreed  to  divest  their  ownership 


intei'est  in  the  28  major  stockyards 
which  they  controlled  or  had  a  financial 
interest  in. 

It  was  the  intent  of  Congress  in  pass¬ 
ing  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act  that 
it  be  broader  than  antecedent  antitrust 
legislation,  and  that  the  terms  of  section 
202  be  more  far  reaching  in  their  pro¬ 
hibitory  scope  than  prior  legislative 
measures.  A  fair  reading  of  the  Act  and 
its  history  reveals  that  Congress  did  not 
intend  for  the  Secretary  to  wait  until 
packer  control  of  livestock  marketing  fa¬ 
cilities  again  reached  monopolistic  levels, 
or  until  competition  had  been  actually 
damaged,  but  rather  that  the  Secretary 
take  appropriate  action  “*  *  *  to  pro¬ 
hibit  the  particular  conditions  under 
which  monopoly  is  built  up,  and  to  pre¬ 
vent  a  monopoly  in  the  first  place  and  to 
induce  healthy  competition.”  “Hearings 
on  H.R.  232  Before  the  House  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Agriculture.”  67th  Cong.,  1st  Sess., 
Ser.  D,  at  27  (1921).  Such  a  mandate 
calls  for  the  Secretary  to  act  while  a 
violation  is  in  its  incipiency. 

The  Administration  has  reason  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  conditions  now  exist  which,  if 
left  unchecked,  may  well  lead  to  packer 
control  of  a  large  percentage  of  the  na¬ 
tion’s  marketing  facilities  for  fed  cattle. 
This  nation,  some  50  years  ago,  became 
aware  of  the  dangers  inherent  in  such 
dual  control  of  marketing  and  packing 
facilities.  The  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Act  was  passed  to  correct  the  evils  which 
had  resulted  from  that  dual  control,  and 
to  prevent  their  reoccurrence.  Packer 
ownership  of  custom  feedlots  now  poses 
an  even  more  ominous  threat,  because 
through  such  dual  ownership  packers 
could  gain  control  over  production  fa¬ 
cilities  as  well  as  marketing  and  packing 
facilities.  The  vertical  integration  of  pro¬ 
duction,  marketing  and  processing  facili¬ 
ties  will  impair  healthy  competition. 

The  suggestion  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  that  the  Administration  clarify 
the  proposed  regulation  to  avoid  am¬ 
biguity  with  respect  to  what  consti¬ 
tutes  packer  financing  or  management 
of  a  custom  feedlot  has  merit.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  a  lew  paragraph  (c)  has  been 
added  to  §  201.70a  clarifying  the  scope 
of  that  section.  Essentially,  paragraph 
(c)  makes  clear  the  fact  that  S  201.70a 
is  not  intended  to  preclude  a  packer 
from  using  the  facilities  of  a  custom 
feedlot,  under  usual  and  necessary  ar¬ 
rangements,  to  fatten  its  own  livestock 
for  its  own  slaughter  needs. 

It  has  been  correctly  pointed  out  that 
in  the  past,  the  Administration  has 
taken  the  position  that  some  of  its  regu¬ 
lations  are  of  an  advisory  nature.  It 
does  not  follow,  however,  that  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  is  without  general  authority 
to  issue  regulations  having  the  force  and 
effect  of  law.  The  position  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  is  that  the  general  rule- 
making  authority  contained  in  section 
407  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act 
(7  U.S.C.  228)  and  section  6(g)  of  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  46)  authorizes  the  Secretary  to 
issue  substantive  as  well  as  procedural 
and  advisory  regulations  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  The 
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regulation  here  adopted  is  deemed  to  be 
of  an  advisory  nature,  however,  intended 
to  put  the  affected  industry  on  notice 
that  the  Administration  considers  the 
ownership,  operation,  management  or 
financing  of  a  custom  feedlot  by  a 
packer,  or  the  ownership,  operation, 
management  or  financing  of  a  packer 
by  a  custom  feedlot  to  be  a  violation 
of  the  P&S  Act.  The  Administration  will 
proceed  on  an  administrative  complaint 
basis  as  required  to  eliminate  this  dual 
ownership  if  the  firms  involved  refuse 
to  separate  their  ownership  on  an  in¬ 
formal  basis. 

All  views  and  arguments  not  expressly 
referred  to  herein  have  also  been  duly 
considered. 

IX.  Effective  date  of  the  regulations. 
Paragraph  201.2(m)  and  S  201.70a  of 
the  regulations  as  promulgated  herein 
shall  become  effective  July  1,  1974. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  14. 
1974. 

Marvin  L.  McLain, 
Administrator,  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Administration. 

Note:  As  used  herein  "Record”  refers  to 
written  comments  and  materials  in  this 
proceeding,  "D.  Tr.”  refers  to  the  transcript 
of  the  public  hearing  of  this  proceeding  held 
in  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  "P.  Tr.”  refers  to  the 
transcript  of  the  public  hearing  of  this 
proceeding  held  In  Phoenix,  Arizona,  and 
“Exhibit”  refers  to  written  materials  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  public  hearings. 

[FR  Doc.74-11382  Plied  5-16-74;8:45  ami 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Airworthiness  Docket  No.  74-WE-21- AD: 
Arndt.  39-1848] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Ai Research  GTCP36— 4A,  -6,  -16,  and  -28 
Auxiliary  Power  Units 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR 
13697),  an  airworthiness  directive  was 
adopted  April  24,  1974,  and  made  effec¬ 
tive  immediately  by  Airmail  letter  dated 
April  25,  1974,  to  all  known  United 
States  operators  or  owners  of  aircraft 
in  which  the  AiResearch  Model  GTCP36- 
4A,  -6,  -16,  and  -28  auxiliary  power  units 
(APU)  are  installed  (installed  in  but  not 
limited  to  Grumman  Gulfstream  1159. 
Fokker  F-28,  NAMC  YS-11,  and  VFW 
Fokker  614) .  The  airworthiness  directive 
requires  the  visual  inspection  of  the 
auxiliary  power  unit  fuel  control  body. 
This  inspection  is  one  time  in  nature  and 
requires  no  substantial  disassembly  or 
aircraft  down  time.  If  fuel  control  bodies 
are  found  to  be  suspect,  they  are  to  be 
returned  to  the  manufacturer  and  re¬ 
placed  with  a  serviceable  unit.  Equiva¬ 
lent  procedures  may  be  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division, 
FAA  Western  Region. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate  cor¬ 
rective  action  was  required,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  was  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter- 
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est  and  good  cause  existed  for  making 
the  airworthiness  directive  effective  im¬ 
mediately  to  all  known  operators  or  own¬ 
ers  of  aircraft  incorporating  AiResearch 
Model  GTCP36-4A,  -6,  -16,  and  -28  aux¬ 
iliary  power  units  (APU)  (installed  in, 
but  not  limited  to,  Grumman  Gulfstream 
1159,  Fokker  F-28,  NAMC  YS-11,  and 
VFW  Fokker  614  Aircraft).  These  con¬ 
ditions  still  exist  and  the  airworthiness 
directive  is  hereby  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  as  an  amendment  to 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  to  make  it  effective  as  to  all 
persons: 

AiResearch.  Applies  to  Model  GTCP36-4A, 
-6,  -16,  and  -28  Auxiliary  Power  Units 
(APU)  Installed  on,  but  not  Limited  to, 
Grumman  Gulfstream  1159,  Fokker  F-28, 
NAMC  YS-11,  and  VFW  Fokker  614  Air¬ 
craft  % 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator  (31  FR  13697) ,  the  following 
airworthiness  directive  applicable  to  all  air¬ 
craft  Incorporating  AiResearch  Model 
GTCP36-4A,  -6,  -16,  and  -28  Auxiliary  Power 
Units  (APU) ,  installed  In,  but  not  limited  to, 
Grumman  Gulfstream  1159,  Fokker  F-28, 
NAMC  YS-11,  and  VFW  Fokker  314  aircraft, 
listed  In  AiResearch  Alert  Service  Bulletins 
GTCP36-49-A3621 ,  dated  March  19,  1974, 
and  GTCP36-49-A361 8,  dated  April  1,  1974, 
or  later  FAA-approved  revisions,  is  effective 
immediately  upon  receipt  of  this  airmaU  let¬ 
ter.  This  AD  Is  required  due  to  a  manufactur¬ 
ing  error  resulting  in  a  certain  lot  of  fuel 
controls  for  the  APU  containing  a  case  cast¬ 
ing  wall  thickness  below  allowable  design 
limits.  As  the  vessel  Is  a  high  pressure  cavity, 
failure  of  the  wall  would  aUow  H.P.  fuel  to 
leak  into  the  APU  compartment.  Compliance 
required  as  indicated,  unless  already  accom¬ 
plished. 

Within  25  hours  additional  time  in  service 
of  any  aircraft  on  which  the  APU  is  installed, 
visually  inspect  the  APU  fuel  control  body 
per  AiResearch  Alert  Service  Bulletins  GTCP 
36— 49-A3621,  dated  March  19,  1974,  or 

GTCP36-49-A3618,  dated  April  1,  1974,  or 
later  FAA-approved  revisions.  Prior  to  the 
installation  of  any  AiResearch  APU  models 
listed  herein.  In  any  aircraft,  conduct  the 
visual  inspection  per  the  applicable  Alert 
Service  Bulletins.  If,  as  a  result  of  any  of  the 
foregoing  Inspections,  fuel  control  units  are 
found  to  have  the  unacceptable  case  casting 
wall  thickness,  either: 

(A)  Prior  to  further  flight,  placard  the 
APU  inoperative  until  replaced  with  a  new 
or  serviceable  part.  The  APU  may  not  be 
operated  until  a  new  or  serviceable  part  Is 
Installed,  or 

(B)  Replace,  prior  to  further  flight,  with 
a  new  or  serviceable  part.  Mark  all  fuel  con¬ 
trol  units  found  to  be  unacceptable  in  a  con¬ 
spicuous  manner  to  prevent  inadvertent  re¬ 
turn  to  service.  Return  said  units  to 
AiResearch  for  exchange  as  Indicated  in  the 
AiResearch  Alert  Service  Bulletins.  Re -id en¬ 
tity  acceptable  units  per  the  Alert  Service 
Bulletins.  Make  appropriate  aircraft  logbook 
entries  to  reflect  compliance  with  this  AD. 
Aircraft  may  be  flown  to  a  base  for  perform¬ 
ance  of  maintenance  required  by  this  AD, 
per  FAR’S  21.197  and  21.199,  provided  that  the 
APU  Is  inoperative  for  said  flight." 

This  amendment  Is  effective  May  20, 
1974,  for  all  persons  except  those  to  whom 
It  was  made  effective  immediately  by  air¬ 
mail  letter  dated  April  25, 1974. 


(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  Ufl.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423)  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1665(c))) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
May  9, 1974. 

Robert  O.  Blanchard, 
Acting  Director, 
FAA  Western  Region. 
|FR  Doc.74-11352  Filed  6-16-74:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-SW-22] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Revocation  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  to  revoke  the  Marksville,  La.,  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

On  December  7,  1972,  a  transition  area 
was  established  at  the  Marksville  Muni¬ 
cipal  Airport,  La.,  to  accommodate  the 
proposed  VOR/DME-A  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedure. 

Since  that  date,  no  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedure  to  serve  the  Marksville 
Municipal  Airport  has  been  published, 
nor  is  the  proponent  for  the  original  pro¬ 
cedure  residing  in  Louisiana.  The  Hous¬ 
ton  Air  Route  Traffic  Control  Center  has 
no  requirement  for  continuance  of  the 
transition  area  airspace. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  in 
§  71.181  (39  FR  440) ,  the  following  tran¬ 
sition  area  is  deleted: 

Marksville,  La. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  Marksville  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
31°05'46"  N„  longitude  92°04'00”  W.) . 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  US.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  May  8, 
1974. 

Albert  H.  Thurburn, 

Acting  Director, 
Southwest  Region. 

(FR  Doc.74-11349  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-CE-l] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  Pages  7801  and  7802  of  the  Federal 
Register  dated  February  28,  1974,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pub¬ 
lished  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
which  would  amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  so  as 
to  designate  a  transition  area  at  Sac 
City,  Iowa. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 


the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  0901 
G.m.t.,  July  18,  1974. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
May  1,  1974. 

A.  L.  Coulter, 
Director,  Central  Region. 

In  §  71.181  (39  FR  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Sac  City,  Iowa 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  five-mile 
radius  of  the  Sac  City  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  42°22'30"  N.,  longitude  94058'45'' 
W.);  and  within  three  miles  each  side  of  the 
138*  bearing  from  the  Sac  City  Municipal 
NDB,  extending  from  the  five-mile  radius  to 
eight  miles  southeast  of  the  NDB;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  9%  miles  northeast 
and  4%  miles  southwest  of  the  138*  and  318° 
bearing  from  Sac  City  Municipal  NDB  ex¬ 
tending  from  1%  miles  northwest  to  18  Vi 
miles  southeast  of  the  airport,  excluding  that 
portion  that  overlies  the  Storm  Lake,  Iowa 
and  Carroll,  Iowa  transition  area. 

[FR  Doc.74-11350  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-WE-3] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area;  Correction 

On  April  26,  1974,  FR  Doc.  74-9542 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(39  FR  14696)  that  amended  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  by  al¬ 
tering  the  description  of  the  Fallon, 
Nevada  transition  area.  A  review  of  the 
docket  revealed  that  a  typographical 
error  was  made  in  the  description  of  a 
portion  of  the  airspace.  Action  is  taken 
herein  to  correct  this  error. 

Since  this  change  is  editorial  in  nature 
and  imposes  no  additional  burden  on  any 
person,  notice  and  public  procedure  are 
unnecessary. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  FR  Doc.  74- 
9542  (39  FR  14696)  is  amended  in  part 
as  follows: 

In  line  25  of  the  description  of  the 
Fallon,  Nevada  transition  area  delete 

“•  •  •  R-4516N . and  substitute 

“*  •  •  R-4816N  •  •  •”  therefore. 

Effective  date.  The  effective  date  as 
originally  established  may  be  retained. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  49  U.S.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  UJS.C. 
1665(c))). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California,  on 
May  7,  1974. 

Robert  O.  Blanchard, 

Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 

In  S  71.181  (39  FR  440)  the  description 
of  the  Fallon,  Nevada  transition  area  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 
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Fallon,  Nev. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  11 -mile 
radius  of  NAB  Fallon  TACAN  and  within  3 
miles  NE  and  2.5  miles  SW  of  the  Fallon 
TACAN  296'  radial,  extending  from  the  11- 
mile  radius  area  to  15  miles  NW  of  the 
TACAN;  that  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  beginning 
at  latitude  40'01'00”  N.,  longitude  118°01'00" 
W.;  to  latitude  39*61'00”  N.,  longitude  117'- 
58'00"  W.;  to  latitude  39“51'00"  N„  longitude 
117'31'00”  W.;  to  latitude  39'34'00”  N„ 
longitude  117'39'30”  W.;  to  latitude  39°18'- 
00”.  N„  longitude  U7'47'30”  W.;  to  latitude 
39°00'00”  N.,  longitude  117'40'00”  W.,  to 
point  of  intersection  of  a  line  8  miles  NE 
of  and  parallel  to  the  Reno  VORTAC  135° 
radial  and  the  NE  edge  of  V-105E,  thence 
via  a  line  8  miles  NE  of  and  parallel  to  Reno 
135*  radial  to  longitude  119°00'00”  W„  to 
latitude  39°42'00”  N„  longitude  119°00'00” 
W.,  to  latitude  40°01'00”  N.,  longitude 
118°19'00”  W.,  to  point  of  beginning,  ex¬ 
cluding  that  airspace  below  1,500  feet  AGL 
within  Rr-4816N  and  that  airspace  within 
R-4816S  extending  upward  from  500  feet 
AGL  to  and  including  2,000  feet  AGL  which 
lies  N  of  and  within  1  nautical  mile  from 
U.S.  Highway  60  between  the  Intersections 
of  Highway  50  with  longitude  118°25'30”  W. 
and  118°09'50”  W.;  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  9,500  feet  MSL  extending  from 
23  to  44  miles  SE  of  Fallon  TACAN  bounded 
on  the  NE  by  a  line  10  miles  NE  of  and 
parallel  to  the  Fallon  TACAN  139°  radial  and 
on  the  SW  by  the  NE  edge  of  V-105E.  The 
1,200  foot  portion  underlying  the  9,500  foot 
MSL  portion  of  the  transition  area  is 
excluded. 

[FR  Doc.74-11351  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am) 


Title  19 — Customs  Duties 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  CUSTOMS 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREAS¬ 
URY 

[T.D.  74-152] 

PART  1— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Revocation  of  Port  of  Entry  Designation  of 
South  Haven,  Mich. 

On  February  5,  1974,  a  notice  of  a 
proposal  to  revoke  the  Customs  port  of 
entry  designation  of  South  Haven, 
Michigan,  in  the  Detroit,  Michigan, 
Customs  district  (Region  IX)  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
4580) .  There  were  no  comments  received 
in  response  to  the  notice. 

Accordingly,  by  virtue  of  the  authority 
vested  in  the  President  by  section  1  of 
the  Act  of  August  1,  1914,  38  Stat.  623, 
as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  2),  and  delegated 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by 
Executive  Order  No.  10289,  Septem¬ 
ber  17,  1951  (3  CFR  Ch.  II),  and  pur- 
.  suant  to  authority  provided  by  Treas¬ 
ury  Department  Order  No.  190,  Rev.  9 
(38  FR  17517),  the  designation  of  South 
Haven,  Michigan,  as  a  Customs  port  of 
entry  is  hereby  revoked. 

To  reflect  this  change,  the  table  in 
§  1.2(c)  of  the  Customs  Regulations  is 
amended  by  deleting  “South  Haven  (E.O. 
7632,  June  15,  1937;  2  FR  1042).”  from 
the  column  headed  "Ports  of  entry"  in 
the  Detroit,  Michigan,  Customs  district 
(Region  IX). 

(Sec.  1,  37  Stat.  434,  8ec.  1,  38  Stat.  623,  as 
amended;  (19  U J3.C.  1, 2) ) 


Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  on  June  17,  1974. 

Dated:  May  10, 1974. 

[seal]  David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

(FR  Doc.74-11417  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 

Title  32 — National  Defense 

CHAPTER  XVI— SELECTIVE  SERVICE 
SYSTEM 

PART  1613— REGISTRATION 
PROCEDURES 

CFR  Correction 

In  Title  32,  National  Defense,  Chapter 
XVI,  Selective  Service  System,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  corrections  should  be  made : 

1.  On  page  22  of  the  volume  subtitled 
Part  1600-end,  the  table  of  contents  to 
Part  1613  is  corrected  by  removing  all  un¬ 
designated  center  headings  and  sections 
listed  after  §  1613.4. 

2.  On  pages  22  through  25,  the  mate¬ 
rial  appearing  as  §  1613.11  through 
1613.43  (and  two  undesignated  center 
headings)  is  removed. 

Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD  72-228R] 

PART  110— ANCHORAGE  REGULATIONS 

Special  Anchorage  Areas,  San  Diego 
Harbor,  Calif. 

These  amendments  to  the  special 
anchorage  regulations  for  San  Diego 
Harbor: 

(a)  Reduce  the  size  of  Anchorage  A-l 
and  Anchorage  A-5 ; 

(b)  Change  the  Old  Town  Station  co¬ 
ordinates  in  the  description  of  each  spe¬ 
cial  anchorage  to  latitude  and  longitude 
coordinates;  and 

(c)  Revise  the  footnotes  to  the  regula¬ 
tions  to  provide  that  the  Unified  Port 
District  is  the  administrator  of  each 
anchorage. 

These  amendments  were  published  as 
a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  5,  1972 
(37  FR  25854).  Eighty  comments  were 
received  concerning  the  notice. 

Over  fifty  comments  responded  to  the 
proposal  to  reduce  the  size  of  Anchorage 
A-l.  Several  comments  agreed  with  the 
proposal,  but  some  of  these  also  sug¬ 
gested  that  another  anchorage  is  needed 
in  San  Diego  Harbor  to  compensate  for 
reducing  the  size  of  Anchorage  A-l.  Sev¬ 
eral  other  comments  objected  to  the 
proposal  and  expressed  the  need  for  more 
anchorages  in  San  Diego  Harbor.  The 
primary  objections  were  that  the  present 
size  of  Anchorage  A-l  does  not  pose  a 
navigational  problem,  that  all  of  the 
present  space  is  needed  both  for  tran¬ 
sients  and  for  the  normal  occupants,  and 
that  reducing  its  size  will  only  accom¬ 
modate  interests  of  the  adjacent  yacht 
club. 

The  proposal  to  reduce  the  size  of 
Anchorage  A-l  is  adopted  in  the  final 


rule.  Anchoring  unlighted  vessels  in  close 
proximity  to  the  piers  adjacent  to  An¬ 
chorage  A-l  Is  a  hazard  to  navigation 
which  is  alleviated  by  reducing  the  size 
of  the  anchorage  as  proposed.  Anchorage 
A-5  should  be  able  to  accommodate  ves¬ 
sels  seeking  an  anchorage  in  San  Diego 
Harbor  whenever  sufficient  space  is  not 
available  in  Anchorage  A-l. 

The  notice  contained  a  proposal  to  dis¬ 
establish  Anchorage  A-5  because  it  is 
used  infrequently  and  because  the  access 
route  to  the  Coronado  Yacht  Club  passes 
through  it.  Several  comments,  however, 
stressed  the  continued  use  and  need  for 
this  anchorage  and  urged  that  it  be  re¬ 
tained.  The  comments  suggested  that  an 
access  channel  could  be  established  along 
the  southwest  shoreline  of  Glorietta  Bay. 
Because  of  these  comments,  the  final  rule 
does  not  disestablish  Anchorage  A-5  but 
rather  relocates  the  anchorage  in  the 
southeast  portion  of  Glorietta  Bay  to 
provide  an  access  route  to  the  yacht 
club. 

Several  comments  expressed  concern 
that  revising  the  footnotes  in  §  110.90  as 
proposed,  would  in  effect  transfer  control 
of  the  anchorages  to  the  San  Diego  Uni¬ 
fied  Port  District.  These  footnotes  are 
being  revised  to  update  the  information 
they  provide  concerning  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  anchorages.  The  footnotes  are 
not  delegations  of  authority  to  the  Uni¬ 
fied  Port  District.  A  state  or  municipal 
authority  acting  as  the  administrator  of 
a  special  anchorage  may  promulgate 
regulations  for  using  the  anchorage  that 
do  not  conflict  with  Federal  law  or  regu¬ 
lations. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
110  of  33  CFR  is  amended  by  revising 
§  110.90  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1 10.90  San  Diego  Harbor,  California. 

(a)  Area  A-l.  In  the  Municipal  Yacht 
Harbor,  the  water  area  enclosed  by  a 
line  beginning  at  latitude  32°42'56.5"  N., 
longitude  117°13'44''  W.;  thence  south¬ 
west  to  latitude  32°42'53.4"  N.,  longitude 
117°13'48.2"  W.;  thence  northwest  to 
latitude  32°43'01.1"  N.,  longitude  117°- 
13 '56"  W.;  thence  northeast  to  latitude 
32°43'02.4"  N.,  longitude  117°13'52.4" 
W.;  thence  southeast  to  latitude  32°42'- 
59.6"  N..  longtitude  117°13'47.3"  W.; 
thence  to  point  of  beginning. 

Note:  Control  over  the  anchoring  of  ves¬ 
sels  and  the  placing  of  temporary  moorings 
In  the  area  is  exercised  by  the  San  Diego 
Unified  Port  District  pursuant  to  local 
ordinances. 

(a)  Area  A-2.  In  the  Commercial  Basin, 
the  water  area  enclosed  by  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  latitude  32°43'13.9"  N.;  longi¬ 
tude  117°13'21"  W.;  thence  northeast  to 
latitude  32°43'16.2"  N.,  longitude  117°- 
13'13.2"  W.;  thence  northwest  to  lati¬ 
tude  32°43'22.1"  N.,  longitude  117° 13'- 
23.7"  W.,  thence  west  to  latitude  32°43'- 
22"  N.,  longitude  U7#13'26.8"  W.; 
thence  southwest  to  latitude  32°43'19" 
N.,  longitude  117°13'29.2"  W.;  thence 
southeast  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Note:  Control  over  the  anchoring  of  ves¬ 
sels  and  the  placing  of  temporary  moorings 
in  the  area  is  exercised  by  the  San  Diego 
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Unified  Port  District  pursuant  to  loaal 
ordinances. 

(c)  Area  AS.  In  San  Diego  Harbor 

between  San  Diego  and  Coronado,  the 
water  area  enclosed  by  a  line  beginning 
at  latitude  32*42'29.2"  N.,  longitude  117*- 
10'03.9"  W.;  thence  east  to  latitude  32*- 
42'29"  N.,  longitude  117*09'58.8"  W.; 
thence  southeast  to  latitude  32*42'21" 
N.f  longitude  117*09'47.6"  W.,  thence 
southwest  to  latitude  32*42'14.1"  N., 
longitude  117*09'54.2"  W.;  thence 

northwest  to  latitude  32’42'19.8"  N„ 
longitude  117*10'02.7"  W.;  thence  north 
to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Not*:  Control  over  th©  anchoring  of  ves¬ 
sels  and  the  placing  of  temporary  moorings 
in  the  area  Is  exercised  by  the  San  Diego 
Unified  Port  District  pursuant  to  local 
ordinances. 

(d)  Area  A-5.  In  Glorietta  Bay,  the 
water  area  enclosed  by  a  line  beginning 
at  latitude  32“40'42"  N.,  longitude 
117*10'00"  W.;  thence  southwest  to  lati¬ 
tude  32t>40'41"  N.,  longtiude  117°10'03.5" 
W.;  thence  northwest  to  latitude 
32°40’46”  N.,  longitude  117°10T2.5"  W.: 
thence  northeast  to  latitude  32°40’46.5" 
N.,  longitude  117°10'11"  W.;  thence 
southeast  to  point  of  beginning. 

Not*:  Control  over  the  anchoring  of  ves¬ 
sels  and  the  placing  of  temporary  mowings 
in  the  area  is  exercised  by  th©  San  Diego 
Unified  Port  District  pursuant  to  local 
ordinances. 

(Sec.  1,  30  Stat.  98,  as  amended  sec.  6(g)  (1) 
(B).  80  Stat.  937;  33  US.C.  180.  49  USC. 
1655(g)(1)(B);  49  CFR  146(c)(2),  33  CFR 
1.05-1  (c)(1)) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  on  June  17, 1974. 

Dated:  May  10. 1974. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.C.  Coast  Guard 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  Envi¬ 
ronment  and  Systems. 

(FR  Doc.74-11412  Plied  &-16-74;8:45  am] 


Title  40 — Protection  of  the  Environment 

CHAPTER  I — ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER  N— EFFLUENT  GUIDELINES  AND 
STANDARDS 

PART  417— SOAP  AND  DETERGENT  MAN¬ 
UFACTURING  POINT  SOURCE  CATEGORY 

Glycerine  Concentration  Subcategory 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-8078  appearing  at  page 
13370  of  the  issue  of  Friday,  April  12, 
1974,  the  following  line  should  be  In¬ 
serted  between  lines  34  and  35  of 
§  417.42:  “State  shall  establish  for  the 
discharger”;  and  the  existing  35th  line, 
“limitations  established  herein,  to  the 
ex-*  should  be  deleted.  Also,  In  the  39th 
line,  the  word  'Timlations"  should  read 
“limitations’*. 


Title  45 — Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  I— OFFICE  OF  EDUCATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

PART  132— GRANTS  FOR  TRAINING  IN 
UBRARIANSHIP 

Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  5,  1974  at  39  FR  8335,  setting 
forth  proposed  regulations  governing 
the  administration  of  the  library  train¬ 
ing  portion  (sections  201,  221,  and  222) 
of  Part  B  of  Title  n  of  the  Higher  Edu¬ 
cation  Act  of  1965,  as  amended  and  re¬ 
numbered  by  section  111  of  the  Educa¬ 
tion  Amendments  of  1972,  Public  Law 
92-318,  86  Stat.  238,  20  UB.C.  1021, 
1033  and  1033.  This  portion  of  Part  B 
of  Title  II  provides  for  a  program  of 
grants  to  institutions  of  higher  educa¬ 
tion  and  library  organizations  or  agen¬ 
cies  for  institutes,  fellowships,  and 
traineeships. 

Pursuant  to  section  503  of  the  Educa¬ 
tion  Amendments  of  1972,  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  on  April  1,  1974  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  on  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions.  In  addition,  written  comments 
were  invited.  No  comments  were  re¬ 
ceived  either  orally  or  In  writing. 

After  making  a  few  minor  changes  to 
correct  typographical  errors.  Part  132  of 
Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  revised  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

Effective  date.  Pursuant  to  section  503 
(d)  of  the  Education  Amendments  of 
1972  (Pi.  92-318),  these  regulations  be¬ 
come  effective  on  June  17,  1974. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.468,  Training  In  Llbrarianshlp) 

Dated:  April  26, 1974. 

John  Ottina, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 
Approved:  May  10, 1974. 

Frank  Carlucci, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare. 
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Authority:  Secs.  221-222,  Pub.  L.  89-329, 
79  Stat.  1277,  as  amended  by  sec.  111(b)  (3). 
Pub.  L.  92-318,  86  Stat.  238  (20  UJ3.C.  1031-  * 
1033),  unless  otherwise  noted. 

Subpart  A — General 

§  132.1  Applicability. 

The  regulations  In  this  part  apply  to 
grants  by  the  Commissioner  to  Institu¬ 
tions  of  higher  education  and  library 
organizations  or  agencies  to  assist  them 
in  training  persons  in  llbrarianshlp  un¬ 
der  secton  222  of  Title  n-B  of  the  Higher 
Education  Act  of  1965,  as  amended. 

(20  U.S.C.  1031,  1033) 

§  132.2  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part: 

“Dependent”  means  any  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  individuals  more  than  half  of  whose 
support,  for  the  calendar  year  in  which 
the  school  year  begins,  was  received 
from  a  student: 

(a)  A  spouse; 

(b)  A  son  or  daughter  of  the  student, 
or  a  descendent  of  either; 

(c)  A  stepson  or  stepdaughter  of  the 
student; 

(d)  A  brother,  sister,  stepbrother,  or 
stepsister  of  the  student; 

(e)  A  father  or  mother  of  the  student, 
or  an  ancestor  of  either; 

(f)  A  stepfather  or  stepmother  of  the 
student; 

(g)  A  son  or  daughter  of  a  brother  or 
sister  of  the  student; 

(h)  A  brother  or  sister  of  the  father  or 
mother  of  the  student; 

(1)  A  son-in-law,  daughter-in-law, 
father-in-law,  mother-in-law,  brother- 
in-law,  or  sister-in-law  of  the  student; 
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(j)  An  individual  (other  than  the  stu¬ 
dent’s  spouse)  who,  during  the  student’s 
entire  calendar  year,  lives  in  the  student’s 
home  and  is  a  member  of  the  student’s 
household  (but  not  if  the  relationship 
between  the  individual  and  the  student 
is  in  violation  of  local  law) ; 

(k)  An  individual  who — 

(l)  is  a  descendent  of  a  brother  or  sis¬ 
ter  of  the  father  or  mother  of  the  stu¬ 
dent;  and 

(2)  for  the  schbol  year  of  the  student 
receives  institutional  care  required  by 
reason  of  a  physical  or  mental  disability ; 
and 

(3)  before  receiving  such  institutional 
care,  was  a  member  of  the  same  house¬ 
hold  as  the  student;  or 

(l)  An  Individual  who  is  legally  adop¬ 
ted  child  or  a  child  placed  in  the  student’s 
home  for  adoption  by  a  licensed  child¬ 
placing  agency. 

A  citizen  of  a  foreign  country  may  not  be 
claimed  as  a  dependent,  unless  he  is  a 
resident  of  the  United  States,  Canada,  or 
Mexico,  or  Panama,  or  the  Canal  Zone, 
at  some  time  during  the  calendar  year 
in  which  the  school  year  of  the  student 
begins,  or  is  a  resident  of  the  Philippines 
bom  to,  or  adopted  by,  a  student  while  he 
was  a  member  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
before  January  1,  1956,  or  is  an  alien 
child  legally  adopted  by  and  living  with 
a  student  as  a  member  of  his  household 
for  the  entire  calendar  year. 

(m)  “Fellowship”  means  an  award  to 
a  participant  engaged  in  a  regular  aca¬ 
demic  program  of  formal  education  in 
an  institution  of  higher  education  for 
which  are  awarded  credits  that  may  be 
used  to  earn  an  academic  degree. 

(n)  “Institute”  means  an  intensive 
short-term  or  regular-session  program 
of  specialized  training  designed  to  train 
individuals  in  particular  principles  and 
practices  of  librarlanship.  A  “non-self- 
contained  institute”  is  one  in  which  not 
all  participants  are  receiving  Federal 
support  under  this  program.  A  “self-con¬ 
tained  institute”  is  one  in  which  all  par¬ 
ticipants  are  receiving  Federal  support. 

(o)  “Institution  of  higher  education” 
means  an  educational  institution  in  any 
State  which  meets  all  of  the  following 
criteria: 

(1)  It  admits- as  regular  students  only 
persons  having  a  certificate  of  gradua¬ 
tion  from  a  school  providing  secondary 
education,  or  the  recognized  equivalent 
of  such  a  certificate. 

(2)  It  is  legally  authorized  within  such 
State  to  provide  a  program  of  education 
beyond  secondary  education. 

(3)  It  provides  at  least  one  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  types  of  programs: 

(i)  An  educational  program  for  which 
it  awards  a  bachelor’s  degree. 

(ii)  A  program  of  not  less  than  2  years 
which  is  acceptable  for  full  credit  toward 
a  bachelor’s  degree. 

(iii)  A  program  of  not  less  than  1  year 
of  training  to  prepare  students  for  gain¬ 
ful  employment  in  a  recognized  occupa¬ 
tion. 

(p)  It  is  a  public  or  other  nonprofit 
institution. 

(q)  It  is  either  accredited  by  a  nation¬ 
ally  recognized  accrediting  agency  or  as¬ 


sociation,  or  meets  at  least  one  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements: 

(1)  It  is  an  institution  with  respect  to 
which  the  Commissioner  has  determined 
that  there  is  satisfactory  assurance — 
considering  the  resources  available  to 
the  institution,  the  period  of  time,  if  any, 
during  which  it  has  operated,  the  effort  it 
is  making  to  meet  accreditation  stand¬ 
ards,  and  the  purpose  for  which  this  de¬ 
termination  is  being  made — that  the  in¬ 
stitution  will  meet  the  accreditation 
standards  of  such  an  agency  or  organiza¬ 
tion  within  a  reasonable  period  of  time. 

(2)  It  is  an  institution  whose  credits 
are  accepted  on  transfer,  by  not  less  than 
three  institutions  which  are  so  accred¬ 
ited,  for  credit  on  the  same  basis  as  if 
transferred  from  an  institution  so  ac¬ 
credited. 

(r)  “Librarianship”  means  the  princi¬ 
ples  and  practices  of  the  library  and  in¬ 
formation  science,  including  the  acqui¬ 
sition,  organization,  storage,  retrieval, 
and  dissemination  of  information,  and 
reference  and  research  use  of  the  library 
and  other  information  resources. 

(s)  “Library  organization  or  agency” 
means  a  State  library  agency,  a  State  ed¬ 
ucation  department,  a  public  library,  a 
local  educational  agency,  a  national, 
State,  regional  or  local  library  associa¬ 
tion,  or  any  other  public  or  private 
agency  providing  library  service  pro¬ 
grams. 

(t)  “Paraprofessional”  means  a  person 
with  special  skills  or  capacities  for  pro¬ 
fessional  work  which  can  support  or  com¬ 
plement  a  professional.  Such  term  in¬ 
cludes  positions  identified  as  library  as¬ 
sistant,  technical  assistant,  library  tech¬ 
nician,  media  technician,  library  aide, 
etc.,  but  excludes  such  positions  charac¬ 
terized  as  clerical,  service,  and  custodial. 
The  minimum  educational  objective  for 
such  positions  is  participation  in  a  course 
(or  courses)  leading  to  graduation  from 
a  junior  or  community  college,  (or  its 
equivalent)  in  a  paraprofessional  library 
curriculum. 

(u)  “Traineeship”  means  an  award  to 
participants  enrolled  in  a  directed  train¬ 
ing  program  which  is  not  a  regular  aca¬ 
demic  program  for  which  are  awarded 
credits  that  may  be  used  to  earn  an  aca¬ 
demic  degree. 

(20  U.S.C.  1021-1034) 

§132.3  Eligible  purposes. 

Funds  available  under  the  Act  may  be 
used  by  the  Commissioner  to  award 
grants  to  institutions  of  higher  education 
and  library  organizations  or  agencies  to 
assist  them  in  training  persons  in  li¬ 
brarianship,  for  any  one  or  more  of  the 
following  purposes : 

(a)  To  assist  in  covering  the  cost  of 
courses  of  training  or  study  (including 
institutes)  for  such  persons: 

(b)  For  establishing  and  maintaining 
fellowships  or  traineeships  with  stipends 
(including  allowances  for  traveling,  sub¬ 
sistence,  and  other  expenses)  for  fellows 
and  others  undergoing  training  and  their 
dependents  not  in  excess  of  such  maxi¬ 
mum  amounts  prescribed  in  this  part; 
and 

(c)  For  establishing,  developing,  and 


expanding  programs  of  library  and  in¬ 
formation  science,  including  law  librar¬ 
ianship. 

(20  U.S.C.  1033) 

§  132.4  Apportionment. 

Not  less  than  50  percent  of  the  grants 
awarded  shall  be  for  the  purpose  of  es¬ 
tablishing  and  maintaining  fellowships 
or  traineeships. 

(20  U.S.C.  1033(a)) 

§  132.5  Program  objectives. 

(a)  The  purpose  of  the  institute/ train¬ 
eeship  program  is  to  provide  persons  an 
opportunity  to  enter  the  library  field  by 
obtaining  necessary  skills  and  training 
and  to  provide  persons  serving  any  type 
of  library,  information  center  or  instruc¬ 
tional  materials  center  (including  per¬ 
sons  serving  as  library,  media,  and  in¬ 
formation  science  educators)  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  upgrade  and  update  their 
competencies. 

(b)  The  purpose  of  the  fellowship/ 
traineeship  program  is  to  provide  for 
full-time  study  as  determined  by  the 
grantee  in  any  graduate  or  undergradu¬ 
ate  level  program  in  library  and  informa¬ 
tion  science  sponsored  by  the  partici¬ 
pating  grantee,  regardless  of  whether  the 
particular  program  terminates  in  the 
award  of  a  specific  graduate  or  under¬ 
graduate  degree,  or  is  merely  designed  to 
provide  specialized  training  in  some 
branch  or  aspect  of  librarianship.  Fellow¬ 
ship/traineeship  awards  may  not  be 
made,  however,  to  participants  in  any 
program  which  is  designed  to  run  for  less 
than  one  academic  year,  regardless  of  the 
experience  or  educational  level  of  the 
student  body  for  whom  such  programs 
are  created. 

(c)  Since  the  objectives  of  this  pro¬ 
gram  are  to  increase  the  opportunities 
throughout  the  Nation  for  training  in¬ 
dividuals  in  the  principles  and  practices 
of  the  library  and  information  sciences, 
including  the  acquisition,  storage,  re¬ 
trieval,  and  dissemination  of  information, 
and  reference  and  research  use  of  library 
and  other  information  sources,  the 
grants  awarded  under  this  program  must 
supplement  rather  than  supplant  the  li¬ 
brary,  media,  and  information  science 
education  programs  and  graduate  fel¬ 
lowships  presently  conducted  by  the 
grantee,  and  the  total  number  of  students 
enrolled  in  such  programs  must  therefore 
be  increased. 

<d)  Grants  will  be  made  to  the  institu¬ 
tion,  organization,  or  agency  to  establish 
fellowships  for  persons  enrolled  in  pro¬ 
grams  in  the  library  and  information  sci¬ 
ences  (student  assistance)  and  to  assist 
in  defraying  the  cost  of  such  courses  of 
training  in  librarianship  (institutional 
support) . 

(20  U.S.C.  1031,  1033) 

§  1 32.6  Eligible  applicants. 

Any  institution  of  higher  education  or 
other  library  organization  or  agency 
which  has  an  established  graduate  or  un¬ 
dergraduate  library  education  program, 
which  is  planning  to  begin  such  a  pro¬ 
gram,  or  which  can  mount  a  training  pro¬ 
gram  consistent  with  the  purposes  of  the 
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Act.  is  eligible  to  submit  proposals  or 
applications  for  fellowships,  traineeships, 
and  institutes  for  training  in  librarian- 
ship. 

(20  U.S.C.  1033) 

§  132.7  Eligible  participants. 

(a)  An  individual  may  be  enrolled  as  a 
participant  in  training  programs  assisted 
with  Federal  funds  under  this  part;  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  such  individual  is  a  national 
of  the  United  States  or  is  in  the  United 
States  for  other  than  a  temporary  pur¬ 
pose  and  intends  to  become  a  permanent 
resident  thereof  and  is  either  (1)  en¬ 
gaged  in.  or  preparing  to  engage  in,  a 
profession  or  other  occupation  involving 
librarianship,  or  (2)  concerned  with  the 
study  or  teaching  of  library,  media,  or 
information  science,  or  (3)  has  majored 
in  library  science  at  the  undergraduate 
level,  or  (4)  has  a  graduate  degree  in 
library  science.  This  eligibility  includes 
library  paraprofessionals. 

ib)  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section: 

(1)  Participants  in  full-time  training 
programs  are  generally  required  to  devote 
full-time  to  the  work  of  the  program. 

(2)  A  fellowship  may  be  awarded  to  a 
student  who  has  at  least  a  high  school 
diploma  or  its  equivalent  and  who  has 
been  accepted  for  enrollment  on  a  full¬ 
time  basis  in  a  program  of  library  and 
information  science.  For  such  purpose,  a 
student  will  be  deemed  to  be  enrolled  on  a 
“full-time  basis”  where  he  is  carrying  a 
program  load  sufficient  to  allow  him  to 
complete  the  course  of  study  in  which  he 
is  enrolled  in  the  normal  time  period. 

(3)  A  traineeship  may  be  awarded  to 
an  individual  who  has  at  least  a  high 
school  diploma  or  its  equivalent  and  who 
has  been  accepted  for  enrollment  in  a 
directed  program  of  study  being  con¬ 
ducted  by  an  institution  of  higher  edu¬ 
cation.  library  organization,  or  agency 
which  is  not  a  regular  part  of  the  aca¬ 
demic  program  of  the  institution,  orga¬ 
nization,  or  agency. 

(c)  The  grantee  shall  have  sole  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  selection  of  student 
recipients  In  the  fellowship,  institute, 
and  traineeship  programs  and  for  the 
administration  thereof. 

(d)  In  the  event  that  a  participant 
drops  out  of  the  training  program,  an¬ 
other  candidate  may  be  substituted  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  new  candidate  can  suc¬ 
cessfully  complete  the  training  program 
and  the  Federal  project  officer  is  notified 
In  writing  of  the  substitution. 

(20  TJ.S.C.  1031,  1033) 

§  132.8  Review  of  application*  or  pro¬ 
posal*  for  grants;  outside  experts. 

The  Commissioner  will  approve  ap¬ 
plications  or  proposals  for  an  Institute 
grant  under  this  part  only  after  such 
proposals  have  been  (a)  reviewed  by  a 
panel  of  outside  experts  and  specialists 
and  (b)  rated  in  accordance  with  such 
other  procedures  as  the  Commissioner 
may  ftl-BhUti*) 

(30  a  AC.  IMS) 


§  132.9  Review  of  pfoponlu  for  institute 
grants;  factors. 

In  addition  to  the  factors  set  forth  In 
§  100a.26(b)  of  this  chapter,  review  of 
proposals  for  an  Institute  grant  will  take 
into  account  the  following  factors: 

(a)  Criteria  for  selection  of  partici¬ 
pants;  and 

(b)  Potential  for  achieving  innovative 
and  exemplary  training  programs. 

(20  UA.C.  1033) 

§  132.10  Review  of  proposals  for  insti¬ 
tute  grants ;  priorities. 

Review  of  proposals  will  take  into  ac¬ 
count  the  following  priorities: 

(a)  The  attraction  of  minority  and/or 
economically  deprived  persons  Into  the 
library,  media,  and  information  science 
fields  as  professionals  and  paraprofes¬ 
sionals; 

(b)  The  training  and  retraining  of  pro¬ 
fessionals  in  service  to  the  disadvantaged, 
including  the  aged  and  the  handicapped; 

(c)  Hie  presentation  of  alternatives 
for  recruitment,  training,  and  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  library  personnel  and  manpower; 

(d)  The  fostering  and  development  of 
innovative  practice  to  reform  and  revita¬ 
lize  the  traditional  system  of  library  and 
information  service; 

(e)  The  retraining  of  professional  li¬ 
brarians  in  the  mastery  of  new  skills  and 
competencies  in  support  of  key  priority 
need  areas,  such  as:  Learning  to  sead 
campaigns,  drug  abuse  education,  envi¬ 
ronmental  and  ecological  education, 
early  childhood  education,  career  educa¬ 
tion,  management  (planning,  evaluation, 
and  needs  assessment) ,  human  relations 
and  social  interaction,  service  to  the  in¬ 
stitutionalized,  community  learning  cen¬ 
ter  programs,  service  to  foster  the  qual¬ 
ity  of  life,  intellectual  freedom,  and  in¬ 
stitute  planning; 

(f )  The  training  of  trainers  of  trainers; 

(g)  The  training  of  library  trustees, 
school  administrators,  and  other  persons 
with  administrative,  supervisory,  and/or 
advisory  responsibility  for  library,  media, 
and  information  services,  such  as  boards 
of  education,  State  advisory  councils, 
etc.; 

(h)  The  training  and  retraining  of  per¬ 
sons  in  law  librarianship. 

(20  UA.C.  1033) 

§  132.11  Review  of  applications  for  fel¬ 
lowship  grants. 

(a)  In  addition  to  the  factors  set  forth 
In  1 100a.26(b)  of  this  chapter,  review  of 
applications  for  fellowship  grants  will 
take  into  account  the  following  factors: 

(1)  Type  and  levels  of  fellowship  re¬ 
quested  (see  priorities  In  !  132.11(b) ) ; 

(2)  Whether  and  how  the  program(s) 
to  be  offered  substantially  furthers  the 
objective  of  Increasing  the  opportunities 
of  minority  group  persons  and/or 
economically  disadvantaged  persons 
throughout  the  Nation  for  training  in 
librarianship ; 

(3)  Whether  and  how  the  program (s) 
to  be  offered  substantially  furthers  the 
objective  of  training  librarians  to  work 


more  responsively  with  the  disadvan¬ 
taged  and  of  developing  viable  alterna¬ 
tives  to  traditional  library  service 
patterns. 

(b)  The  review  under  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  will  take  into  account  the 
following  levels  which  are  listed  in  order 
of  priority: 

<1)  Fellowships  In  master’s  degree 
level  programs; 

(2)  Fellowships  in  two-year  associate 
degree  level  programs ; 

(3)  Fellowships  in  post-master's  de¬ 
gree  or  certificate  programs; 

(4)  Fellowships  in  doctoral  degree 
level  programs; 

(5)  Fellowships  in  bachelor’s  degree 
level  programs. 

(c)  The  master’s  degree  fellowships 
under  this  program  will  be  awarded  for  a 
period  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

§  132.12  Review  of  applications  or  pro¬ 
posals  for  traineeship  grants. 

The  review  of  applications  or  proposals 
for  traineeship  grants  will  take  Into  ac¬ 
count  the  following  priorities: 

(a)  Traineeships  in  post-master’s  level 
programs; 

(b)  Traineeships  In  post-baccalaure- 
ate  level  programs; 

(c)  Traineeships  in  post-associate  de¬ 
gree  level  programs. 

(20UA.C.  1033) 

§  132.13  Duration  of  the  training  pro¬ 
gram. 

Training  programs  shall  not  exceed  12 
months. 

(30UA.C.  1033) 

§  132.14  Program  accountability  and 
evaluation  procedures. 

Under  the  institute  program,  each 
project  proposal  shall  Include  an  evalua¬ 
tion  plan  to  be  carried  out  by  a  third 
party  for  the  purpose  of  evaluating  the 
effectiveness  of  the  program  or  project. 
Such  plan  shall  describe  the  steps  by 
which  the  grantee  will: 

(a)  Determine  the  extent  to  which  the 
objectives  of  the  program  or  project  have 
been  accomplished; 

(b)  Determine  what  factors  either  en¬ 
abled  or  precluded  the  accomplishment 
of  these  objectives;  and 

(c)  Promote  the  inclusion  of  the  suc¬ 
cessful  aspects  of  the  program  or  project 
Into  other  education  programs  supported 
with  •  funds  other  than  those  provided 
under  the  grant. 

(30  UJ3.C.  1033) 

Subpart  B — Allowable  Costs 
§132.21  Allowable  costs. 

Except  as  otherwise  Indicated  in 
§§  132.22  and  132.23,  allowable  costs  for 
any  approved  grant  shall  be  determined 
In  accordance  with  Subpart  G  of  Part 
100a  of  this  chapter. 

(20  UJ3.C.  1033) 

§  132.22  Direct  costs  for  training  pro¬ 
gram  participants. 

There  may  be  Included  in  direct  costs 
for  payments  to  training  program  partic- 
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Ipants  only  those  allowances  provided  for 
In  s§  132.24-132.29  and  132.34. 

(20  UJB.C.  1033) 

6  132.23  Institutional  support  payment. 

(a)  An  Institutional  support  payment 
Is  allowable  under  the  fellowship  pro¬ 
gram  in  lieu  of  tuition  and  all  other  fees 
required  of  all  students  of  similar  stand¬ 
ing  up  to  $2,500  for  each  fellow  enrolled 
for  an  academic  year  and  an  amount 
up  to  $500  for  each  fellow  enrolled  in  a 
summer  session  provided  it  is  an 
approved  program.  This  institutional 
support  is  provided  to  a  grantee  in  con¬ 
junction  with  a  fellowship  awarded  to  an 
Individual  to  study  at  an  institution  to 
assist  in  covering  the  cost  of  courses  of 
training  or  study  for  persons  in  librar- 
ianship.  Such  expenditures  will  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  audit  on  the  basis  of  institutional 
rather  than  per  student  fellowship  costs. 

(b)  The  institution  is  entitled  to  one- 
half  the  total  amount  of  the  institutional 
support  as  soon  as  the  fellow  begins  his 
training.  Entitlement  for  the  second  half 
of  the  support  payment  begins  six 
months  after  entitlement  for  the  first 
half,  Provided,  That  the  fellow  (or  sub¬ 
stitute  fellow  where  permitted)  continues 
to  be  enrolled  (or  substitute  is  enrolled) 
six  months  after  the  date  of  entitlement 
for  the  first  half  of  the  support  payment. 
In  those  cases  where  the  entitlement 
date  falls  between  enrollment  periods, 
such  as  during  an  inter-semester  break, 
the  institution  becomes  entitled  upon  the 
subsequent  enrollment  of  the  fellow  for 
the  following  academic  term.  However, 
in  the  event  the  fellow  does  not  attend 
the  summer  session,  the  institution  will 
not  be  entitled  to  the  support  payment 
for  the  summer. 

Cc)  Where  substitution  Is  permitted, 
the  fellowship  need  not  be  used  by  the 
same  fellow  during  the  entire  fellowship 
period. 

(d)  Justification  is  necessary  to  dem¬ 
onstrate  what  the  actual  cost  per  stu¬ 
dent  is  to  the  grantee.  If  the  actual 
cost  is  below  $2,500  per  student,  then 
the  amount  of  institutional  support  per 
fellow  will  be  correspondingly  lower;  if 
the  actual  cost  is  above  $2,500  per  stu¬ 
dent,  however,  the  amount  claimed  for 
institutional  support  cannot  exceed 
$2,500  for  the  academic  year  and  $500  for 
the  summer. 

(20  U.S.C.  1033) 

§  132.24  Stipends  and  dependency  al¬ 
lowances  for  participants  in  library 
training  institutes  and  institute/ 
traineeship  programs. 

Stipends  and  dependency  allowances 
for  library  training  institutes  and 
institute/traineeship  programs  shall  be 
authorized  as  follows:  Depending  upon 
the  nature  and  objectives  of  a  given 
training  program,  stipends  may  or  may 
not  be  paid  to  institute  participants. 
The  stipend  is  based  on  the  length  and 
nature  of  the  project;  long-term,  full¬ 
time;  short-term,  full-time;  and  part- 
time.  Long-term  training  is  usually 
equivalent  to  an  academic  year  or  more. 
Short-term  training  is  anything  less  than 


an  academic  year,  but  normally  is  identi¬ 
fied  with  institutes  of  one  to  twelve  weeks 
in  duration.  Project  participants  are 
classified  in  two  categories,  inexperienced 
personnel  and  experienced  personnel. 

(20  US.C.  1033) 

§  132.25  Stipends  and  dependency  al¬ 
lowances  for  participants  in  library 
training  institutes  and  institute/ 
traineeship  programs;  inexperienced 
personnel. 

Personnel  who  have  not  reached  the 
entrance  level  in  the  library  profession 
(public  librarian,  college  librarian,  school 
librarian,  special  librarian,  paraprofes- 
sional)  for  which  the  project  is  training 
them  are  classified  as  inexperienced  per¬ 
sonnel.  Projects  in  which  participants  are 
classified  as  inexperienced  personnel  may 
include  training  at  the  post-baccalau¬ 
reate  or  prebaccalaureate  level. 

(a)  Long-term,  full-time:  (.post-bac¬ 
calaureate)  .  Participants  may  receive 
$2,000  for  the  academic  year,  plus  $500 
per  dependent.  Participants  in  a  sum¬ 
mer  component  may  receive  a  $400  sti¬ 
pend  and  $100  for  each  dependent.  Sti¬ 
pend  levels  will  not  exceed  $2,400  per 
support  year.  A  support  year  is  defined 
as  a  twelve-month  period.  Dependency 
allowances  will  not  exceed  $600  for  each 
dependent  per  support  year  ($500  per 
academic  year  and  $100  per  summer 
component) . 

(b)  Long-term,  full-time:  (pre-bac- 
calaureate) .  Participants  may  be  paid  a 
stipend  of  $1,500  for  the  academic  year 
and  a  maximum  of  $250  for  a  summer 
session  if  required  by  the  grantee  to  meet 
program  requirements.  Dependency  al¬ 
lowance  shall  be  $250  for  the  academic 
year  and  $50  for  the  summer  for  each 
eligible  dependent.  Stipend  levels  will  not 
exceed  $1,750  per  support  year.  Depend - 
eney  allowances  will  not  exceed  $300  per 
dependent  per  support  year. 

(c)  Short-term,  full-time.  Partici¬ 
pants  may  be  paid  a  stipend  of  up  to 
$75  per  week  plus  up  to  $15  per  week  per 
dependent. 

(20  OS.C.  1033) 

§  132.26  Stipends  and  dependency  al¬ 
lowances  for  participants  in  library 
training  institutes  and  institute/ 
traineeship  programs;  experienced 
personnel. 

This  category  includes  experienced 
personnel  who  are  enrolled  In  training 
designed  to  raise  their  level  of  compe¬ 
tency  or  to  give  them  new  competencies. 
Projects  in  which  the  participants  are 
experienced  personnel  usually  encom¬ 
pass  training  equivalent  to  post-master’s 
or  pre-doctoral  training. 

(a)  Long-term,  full-time.  Stipends  for 
a  support  year  will  be  awarded  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  following  schedule: 


Months  of  related  work 

experience 

Academic 
year  stipend 
only 

Yearly 

stipend 

Less  than  12  months . 

$2,500 

$3,000 

12  to  23  months . . . 

2,750 

3,300 

24  to  35  months _ 

3,000 

3,800 

34  to  47  months _ 

3,250 

3.900 

46  or  more  months _ 

a,  5<m 

4,200 

Each  full-time  academic  year  of  grad¬ 
uate  experience,  as  defined  by  the 
grantee,  beyond  the  baccalaureate  level, 
shall  equal  12  months  of  related  profes¬ 
sional  work  experience  for  stipend  level 
purposes.  If  a  participant  has  been 
awarded  a  master’s  degree,  in  a  field 
relevant  to  the  training  to  be  undertaken, 
an  additional  $500  may  be  added  to  the 
stipend  amount  which  is  appropriate  for 
his  work  experience.  (If  credit  for  a 
master’s  degree  is  claimed  for  an  aca¬ 
demic  year  program  only,  then  the  allow7  - 
ance  will  be  prorated  accordingly.)  Sti¬ 
pend  levels  shall  not  exceed  $4,700  per 
support  year.  Dependency  allowances  of 
up  to  $600  per  support  year  for  each  de¬ 
pendent  is  authorized,  $500  for  the  aca¬ 
demic  year  and  $100  for  the  summer. 

(b)  Short-term,  full-time.  Partici¬ 
pants  may  be  paid  a  stipend  of  up  to  $75 
per  week  plus  up  to  $15  per  week  per 
dependent. 

(c)  Part-time.  Participants  undergo¬ 
ing  part-time  training  are  eligible  to  re¬ 
ceive  up  to  $75  per  week  stipend  and  $15 
per  week  dependency  allowance  per  de¬ 
pendent  prorated  on  the  basis  of  a  five- 
day  week. 

(20  U.S.C.  1033) 

§  132.27  Stipends  for  participants  in  li¬ 
brary  training  fellowship  programs 
and  fellowsbip/traineeship  urograms. 

Stipends  for  library  training  fellow¬ 
ships  shall  be  authorized  as  follows.  For 
each  fellowship  awarded  under  this  pro¬ 
gram,  the  institution  will  receive  and  pay 
over  to  the  fellowship  recipient  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amounts: 

(a)  In  the  case  of  fellows  enrolled  at 
the  undergraduate  level:  $1,500  for  the 
academic  year;  and  a  maximum  of  $250 
for  summer  stwdy,  if  required  by  the 
grantee  in  addition  to  the  academic  year 
to  meet  degree  or  program  requirements; 

(b)  In  the  case  of  fellows  enrolled  at 
the  master’s,  postmaster’s  or  doctoral 
level,  stipends  will  be  in  accordance  with 
the  following  schedule; 


Months  ol  related  profes¬ 
sional  work  experience 

Academic 
year  stipend 
only 

Yearly 

stipend 

amount 

Less  than  12  months _ 

$2,500 

2,750 

3,000 

3,250 

$3,000 

3,300 

3,600 

3.900 

36  to  47  months. . . . 

48  or  more  months.. . . 

3,600 

4.200 

Each  single  full-time  academic  year  of 
graduate  experience  as  defined  by  the 
grantee,  beyond  the  baccalaureate  level, 
shall  equal  12  months  of  related  profes¬ 
sional  work  experience  for  stipend  level 
purposes.  If  a  fellow  in  a  pre-doctoral 
experience  program  has  been  awarded 
a  master’s  degree  in  a  field  relevant  to 
the  professional  training  to  be  under¬ 
taken,  an  additional  $500  may  be  added 
to  the  stipend  amount  which  is  appro¬ 
priate  for  his  work  experience.  (If  credit 
for  a  master’s  degree  is  claimed  for  an 
academic  year  program  only,  then  the 
allowance  will  be  prorated  accordingly.) 
Maximum  pre-doctoral  stipend  shall  not 
exceed  $4,700.  The  yearly  stipend  amount 
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Includes  the  regular  academic  year  plus 
the  summer  session. 

(20  U.S.C.  1033) 

§  132.28  Dependency  allowances  for 
participants  in  library  training  pro¬ 
grams  and  fellowship/traineeship 
programs. 

A  dependency  allowance  for  the  fel¬ 
low  may  also  be  provided  as  follows: 

(a)  For  undergraduate  fellows,  the 
dependency  allowance  shall  be  $250  for 
the  academic  year  for  each  eligible  de¬ 
pendent.  The  dependency  allowance  for 
a  summer  session  shall  be  a  maximum  of 
$50  for  each  eligible  dependent. 

(b)  For  graduate  fellows,  the  depend¬ 
ency  allowance  for  the  academic  year 
shall  be  $500  for  each  eligible  depend¬ 
ent.  The  dependency  allowance  for  a 
summer  session  shall  be  a  maximum  of 
$100  for  each  eligible  dependent. 

(20  U.S.C.  1033) 

§  132.29  Stipend  payments  to  depend¬ 
ents. 

Individuals  receiving  stipend  payment 
may  claim  as  dependents  those  individ¬ 
uals  meeting  the  definition  of  a  depend¬ 
ent  as  stated  in  §  132.2. 

(20  U.S.C.  1033) 

§  132.30  Assistance  under  other  Federal 
programs. 

Any  amounts  paid  under  any  other 
Federal  grant  program  for  educational 
purposes  (except  veterans’  and  war  or¬ 
phans’  and  widows’  educational  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  38,  United  States  Code) 
shall  be  set  off  against  the  amount 
which  a  participant  otherwise  would  be 
entitled  to  receive  under  this  part.  A 
participant  shall  not  be  precluded  from 
receiving  a  loan  that  is  made,  insured, 
or  reinsured  under  any  Federal  educa¬ 
tional  loan  program,  and  neither  the 
amount  of  such  loan  nor  any  Federal 
interest  payment  made  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  his  participation  in  a  training 
program  shall  be  deducted  from  the 
amount  received  by  the  participant 
under  this  part. 

(20  U.S.C.  1033;  38  U.S.C.  1781) 

§  132.31  Tuition  and  hoasing  charges. 

The  grantee  is  required  as  a  condition 
for  receiving  the  grant  to  exempt  a  par¬ 
ticipant  from  all  tuition  and  other  nor¬ 
mally  required  fees,  but  it  may  charge 
for  room  and  board. 

(20  US.C.  1033) 

§  132.32  Non  -  self -contained  institute 
programs. 

In  the  case  of  a  non-self-contained 
Institute,  regular  students  of  the  Insti¬ 
tution  admitted  to  the  institute  program 
shall  not  receive  stipends  or  dependency 
allowances  under  this  program.  The 
grantee  must  pay  a  pro-rata  share  of  the 
cost  of  the  institute  based  on  the  num¬ 
ber  of  regular  students  enrolled  in  the 
Institute. 

(20  U.S.C.  1033) 

§  132.33  Submission  of  biographical 
sketch. 

In  order  to  document  adherence  to 
the  related  work  experience  require- 
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ment,  the  grantee  will  require  each  in¬ 
stitute  and  fellowship  grant  award  re¬ 
cipient  enrolled  at  the  graduate  level  to 
submit  a  brief  biographical  sketch. 

(20  UJS.C.  1033) 

§  132.34  Travel  allowances;  program 
participants. 

(a)  Under  the  fellowship  program, 
travel  allowances  for  fellows  from  their 
places  of  residence  to  the  training  site 
will  not  be  provided.  However,  in  cases 
of  extreme  need  or  hardship,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Education  may  authorize 
one-way  travel  allowances  for  individual 
fellows/trainees  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed 
80  per  mile. 

(b)  Under  the  institute  program,  the 
grantee  may  pay  for  a  participant’s  daily 
commuting  travel  for  a  reasonable  dis¬ 
tance  upon  determination  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner  that  such  allowances  are  nec¬ 
essary  for  successful  participation  in  the 
program  and  that  extreme  need  and 
hardship  exist.  Such  travel  may  be  per¬ 
formed  either  by  public  or  private  con¬ 
veyance;  but  if  performed  by  private 
conveyance,  the  allowance  for  such  travel 
shall  not  exceed  80  per  mile  or  the  com¬ 
mon  carrier  cost  of  such  travel,  which¬ 
ever  is  less. 

(20  U.S.C.  1083) 

§  132.35  Payments  to  participants  by 
grantees. 

Payments  to  participants  will  be  made 
by  the  grantee.  The  amount  of  stipends, 
dependency  allowances,  and  travel  costs 
to  be  paid  to  eligible  participants  will  be 
estimated  in  the  application  and  included 
in  the  grant  award,  subject  to  adjust¬ 
ment  based  on  the  actual  education,  work 
experience,  and  number  of  dependents. 
The  grantee  is  responsible  for  any  over¬ 
payment  of  stipends  to  participants.  No 
deductions  may  be  made  by  the  grantee 
from  these  payments  for  any  purpose, 
except  as  provided  in  §  132.36. 

(20  U.3.C.  1033) 

§  132.36  Payment  adjustments. 

Payment  adjustments  are  necessary  in 
the  event  of  the  withdrawal  of  a  partici¬ 
pant  from  the  training  program  and/or 
a  change  in  the  number  of  dependents. 
In  either  event,  a  system  of  proration 
by  week,  based  on  the  number  of  weeks 
in  the  training  period,  shall  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  the  amount 
of  stipend  and/or  dependency  allowance 
to  which  a  participant  is  eligible.  In  de¬ 
termining  the  number  of  weeks  in  the 
training  period,  the  first  week  of  the 
training  period  shall  be  the  week  during 
which  classes  begin  and  the  last  week 
of  the  training  period  shall  be  the  week 
during  which  the  classes  end.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  any  segment  of  a  week  for  the 
first  and  last  week  of  classes  shall  be 
counted  as  a  full  week  for  the  purpose  of 
computing  payment  adjustments.  Ad¬ 
justments  of  payment  due  to  the  with¬ 
drawal  of  a  participant  and/or  a  change 
in  the  number  of  dependents  shall  be 
effective  the  Monday  following  the  week 
in  which  the  change  occurred  and  pro¬ 
rated  accordingly  on  the  basis  of  the 
number  of  weeks  for  which  the  partici¬ 
pant  is  eligible  for  payment.  The  last 


day  of  actual  class  attendance  or  the 
date  which  the  institution  certifies  that 
a  participant  has  ceased  to  maintain  pro¬ 
ficiency  in  his  course  of  study  shall  be 
used  in  determining  the  date  of  with¬ 
drawal. 

(20  U.S.C.  1033) 

§  132.37  Cross  reference  to  General  Pro¬ 
visions  Regulations. 

Assistance  provided  under  this  part  is 
subject  to  applicable  provisions  con¬ 
tained  in  Subchapter  A  of  this  chapter 
(relating  to  fiscal,  administrative,  prop¬ 
erty  management,  and  other  matters) . 

(20  U.S.C.  1033) 

Appendix  A 

GRANTS  FOR  TRAINING  IN  LIBRARIAN  SHIP 
CRITERIA  AND  POINT  SCORES  INSTITUTES 

(а)  Criteria  and  point  scores  for  review  of 
proposals  for  institute  grants. 

Review  of  proposals  for  an  Institute  grant 
wlU  take  Into  account  the  foUowlng  criteria 
(207  points) : 

( 1 )  The  extent  to  which  the  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  is  justified.  ( 10  points) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(1)  Will  the  program  contribute  to  reduc¬ 
tion  of  staff  shortage? 

(II)  Does  the  program  address  Itself  to  an 
appropriate  training  need? 

(III)  Is  the  subject  Important  and  timely? 

(lv)  Is  the  applicant  well  prepared  to  offer 

such  training? 

(2)  The  extent  to  which  participant  selec¬ 
tion  is  appropriate.  (10  points) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(I)  Are  the  selection  criteria  appropriate 
and  realistic  to  meet  program  objectives? 

(II)  Is  the  need  as  expressed  In  the  pro¬ 
gram  Justification,  above,  related  accurately 
to  the  duties  of  the  participant? 

(III)  Can  the  proposed  number  of  partici¬ 
pants  be  accommodated  by  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  method? 

(3)  The  extent  to  which  the  program  ob¬ 
jectives  are  related  to  needs  and  proposal. 
(20  points) 

Consideration  wiU  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tion  as : 

(I)  Are  the  objectives  specific  and  clearly 
defined? 

(II)  Are  the  objectives  directly  related  to 
Identified  needs? 

(III)  Are  the  objectives  Involved  In  the 
Improvement  or  updating  of  personnel  com¬ 
petencies?  (If  applicable) 

(4)  The  extent  to  which  the  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  will  achieve  high  quality  and  effective¬ 
ness.  (30  points) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(1)  Is  the  subject  appropriate  for  Intensive 
or  long-range  training? 

(li)  Is  there  adequate  program  potential 
for  the  solution  of  the  training  problem  or 
need? 

(ill)  Is  the  proposed  professional  educa¬ 
tion  sound? 

(iv)  Is  there  a  satisfactory  blend  of  the 
theoretical  and  the  practical? 

(v)  Are  the  training  approaches  new  and 
Imaginative? 

(vl)  Does  the  proposed  program  supple¬ 
ment  existing  training?  Advanced  study 
level? 

(vil)  Will  participants  be  involved  in  in¬ 
novative  and  creative  experiences? 

(viii)  Will  the  program  maintain  focus  on 
the  subject? 

(б)  The  adequacy  of  program  content  as 
related  to  program  objectives.  (15  points) 

(45  CFR  100a.26(b)  (8)  (1) ) 
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Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques^ 
tions  as: 

Will  the  proposed  program  content  ade¬ 
quately  achieve  the  stated  program  objec¬ 
tives? 

(6)  The  adequacy  of  the  proposed  program 
director.  (15  points) 

(45  CFR  100a.26(b)  (S) ) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(1)  Is  the  level  of  professional  competence 
and  leadership  at  the  program  director  ade¬ 
quate? 

(U)  What  is  the  degree  of  capability  of  the 
program  director  to  conduct  a  successful 
program? 

(7)  The  adequacy  of  the  proposed  program 
staff.  (15  points) 

(45  CFR  100a.26(b)  (3)) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(1)  Is  the  level  of  professional  competence 
and  leadership  of  the  program  staff  adequate? 

(U)  Is  the  number  of  program  staff  ade¬ 
quate  for  program  needs? 

(ill)  Is  staff  utilization  planned  properly? 

(8)  The  adequacy  of  the  applicant’s  facili¬ 
ties  and  services.  (10  points) 

(46  CFR  100a.28(b)  (4) ) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(1)  Is  there  evidence  of  adequacy  of  sup¬ 
porting  faculties,  services,  and  equipment? 

(U)  Is  there  evidence  that  the  applicant 
will  provide  adequate  library  services  and 
Instructional  materials  for  the  program? 

(9)  The  adequacy  of  the  program  budget. 
(15  points) 

(45  CFR  100a .26(b)  (6)  ) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(I)  Is  the  proposed  budget  adequate  for 
the  program? 

(II)  Are  the  proposed  costs  reasonable? 

(10)  The  extent  to  which  the  institute  for¬ 
mat  is  appropriate.  (6  points). 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(I)  la  the  type  of  institute  (self-contained 
or  non -self -contained)  properly  chosen? 

(11)  Is  the  proposed  timing  Well  chosen? 

(Ill)  Is  the  length  of  the  Institute  right? 

Too  long?  Too  short? 

(II)  The  extent  to  which  program  pur¬ 
poses  will  be  achieved.  (30  points). 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(I)  To  what  degree  will  the  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  substantially  contribute  to  librarian- 
ship  training? 

(II)  To  what  degree  will  prospects  for  em¬ 
ployment  and/or  advancement  be  provided? 

(III)  TO  what  degree  wUl  training  oppor¬ 
tunities  be  provided  for  minority  group 
and/or  disadvantaged  persons? 

(12)  Adequacy  of  the  evaluation  compo¬ 
nent.  (25  points) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as : 

(I)  Does  the  proposal  provide  for  both 
external  and  Internal  evaluation? 

(II)  Is  the  evaluation  component  adequate 
to  ensure  effective  program  assessment? 

(13)  General  criteria.  (7  points) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  the  criteria 

specified  in  45  CFR  100a.26(b)  (1),  (2),  (6). 
(7),  and  (8)  (U).  (Ul)  and  (iv). 

(b)  Criteria  and  point  scores  for  review 
of  applications  for  fellowship  grants.  Review 
of  applications  for  feUowship  grants  will  take 
Into  account  the  following  criteria  (108 
points) : 

(1)  Adequacy  of  educational  objectives.- 
(15  points) 
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Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(1)  Are  objectives  consonant  with  stand¬ 
ards  for  library  education? 

(II)  Are  proposed  changes  In  goals  sound? 

(III)  Are  special  factors  to  attract  out¬ 
standing  personnel  valid  and  appropriate? 

(iv)  Are  special  needs  listed  valid? 

(v)  Are  educational  objectives  well- 
defined? 

(vl)  Will  the  program  further  the  objec¬ 
tive  of  Improving  service  to  the  disadvan¬ 
taged  and  developing  viable  alternatives  to 
traditional  library  services 

(2)  Adequacy  of  program  content.  (10 
points) 

(I)  Are  the  character  and  scope  of  the 
program  appropriate,  sound,  modern,  and 
cohesive? 

(II)  Are  contemplated  changes  well  con¬ 
ceived? 

(III)  Is  the  catalog  Information  adequate? 

(Iv)  Do  common  course  requirements  meet 

acceptable  standards? 

(v)  Are  program  evaluation  procedures 
effective? 

(vl)  Is  the  student  practician  component 
sufficient? 

(3)  Adequacy  of  program  content  as  re¬ 
lated  to  objectives.  (5  points) 

(46  CFR  100a.26(b)  (8)  (1) ) 

Consideration  will  be  given  te  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

What  Is  the  extent  to  which  objectives 
would  be  achieved  by  program  content? 

(4)  Adequacy  of  qualifications  for  admis¬ 
sion.  (10  points) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(I)  Are  selection  criteria  for  fellows  suit¬ 
able  and  sufficient? 

(II)  Are  applied  tests  well  recommended? 

(III)  Are  scholarship  requirements  ade¬ 
quate? 

(6)  Characteristics  of  program  faculty. 
(10  points) 

(45  CFR  100a.26 (b)(3)) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(I)  Is  the  list  of  faculty  complete  for  dis¬ 
play  of  all  qualifications? 

(II)  Is  estimate  of  faculty  quality  high, 
medium,  or  low? 

(III)  Is  numerical  strength  of  faculty 
adequate? 

(Iv)  Is  faculty  specialization  relevant  to 
program  offered? 

(v)  Is  the  research  and  writing  produc¬ 
tivity  of  the  faculty  adequate? 

(vl)  Is  estimate  of  credit-hour  teaching 
load  of  faculty  high,  medium,  or  low? 

(vll)  Is  estimate  of  the  number  of  student 
advisees  per  faculty  high,  medium,  or  low? 

(6)  Adequacy  of  facilities  and  resources. 
(5  points) 

(45  CFR  100a .26(b)  (4)) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(I)  Are  facilities,  equipment,  and  other 
resources  suitable  and  sufficient? 

(II)  Is  the  size  of  the  librarlanshlp  special 
collection  sufficient  for  the  curriculum 
offered? 

-  (111)  Is  the  applicant’s  total  library  col¬ 
lection  adequate? 

(Iv)  Are  planned  additions  or  Improve¬ 
ments  significant? 

(7)  Level  of  institutional  expenditures. 
(10  points) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(I)  Are  expenditures  increasing  for  edu¬ 
cation  In  librarianship? 

(II)  What  Is  the  relationship  of  expendi¬ 
tures  to  student  enrollment  changes? 
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(111)  Are  expenditures  high,  medium,  or 
low  compared  to  other  library  education  pro¬ 
grams  with  tSwuiM-  curricula  and  student 
enrollment? 

(8)  Quantity  of  enrollment  and  degrees 
awarded.  (5  points) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(I)  Are  enrollment  and  degrees  Increasing? 

(II)  Is  the  ratio  of  degrees  awarded  to  en¬ 
rollment  satisfactory? 

(9)  Quantity  of  institutional  fellowships 
and  scholarships.  (5  points) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(I)  Are  Institutional  fellowships  and 
scholarships  increasing  or  decreasing? 

(II)  What  is  the  ratio  of  the  requested 
number  of  U-B  fellowships  to  the  Institu¬ 
tionally  supported  number? 

(10)  Adequacy  of  prospects  for  increasing 
training  opportunities.  (15  points) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  such  ques¬ 
tions  as: 

(i)  Is  there  any  evidence  that  the  program 
will  be  adequately  promoted  and  that  there 
will  be  effective  recruitment? 

(11)  Was  the  priority  selected  appropriate 
to  the  applicant's  capabilities  or  record  of 
experience  in  this  field? 

(11)  Proepeet  for  increasing  training  op¬ 
portunities  for  minority  group  and/or  dis¬ 
advantaged  persons.  ( 10  points) 

(12)  General  criteria.  (8  points) 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  the  criteria 

specified  in  45  CFTfc  100a  26(b)  (1) ,  (2),  (5), 
(6),  (7),  and  (8)  (11),  (111)  and  (iv). 

(c)  Criteria  and  point  scores  for  review  of 
applications  or  proposals  for  traineeship 
grants.  Review  of  applications  or  proposals 
for  traineeship  grants  trill  take  into  account 
the  following  criteria  (111  points) : 

(1)  Whether  and  how  the  program  to  be 
offered  substantially  furthers  the  objective  of 
increasing  the  opportunities  of  minority 
group  persons  and/or  disadvantaged  persons 
throughout  the  Nation  for  advanced  train¬ 
ing  in  Uhrarlanship  and  Information  science 
which  would  result  in  professional  advance¬ 
ment  and  upward  mobility;  (20  points) 

(2)  Whether  and  how  the  program  to  be 
offered  substantially  furthers  the  objective 
of  training  librarians  to  work  more  respon¬ 
sively  with  the  disadvantaged  and  of  develop¬ 
ing  viable  alternatives  to  traditional  library 
service  patterns;  (20  points) 

(3)  Degree  of  Internship  opportunities 
avaUable  through  cooperating  library  agen¬ 
cies  and  appropriateness  of  those  opportuni¬ 
ties  to  the  program  objectives;  (20  points) 

(4)  Appropriateness  of  behavioral  objec¬ 
tives  as  related  to  the  program  objectives  and 
the  recruitment  criteria;  (20  points) 

(5)  Degree  of  individualization  of  program 
activities  and  objectives;  (20  points) 

(6)  Criteria  specified  In  45  CFR  100a.26(b) . 
(11  points! 

(20  U.S.C.  1033) 

[FR  Doc.74-11425  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am) 


PART  133— LIBRARY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEMONSTRATION 

Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  7,  1974  at  39  FR  8927,  setting 
forth  proposed  regulations  governing  the 
administration  of  a  program  for  research 
and  demonstration  under  section  223  of 
part  B  of  Title  n  of  the  Higher  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1965,  as  amended  and  renum¬ 
bered  by  section  111  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1972,  Public  Law  92-318, 
86  Stat.  238,  20  U.S.C.  1034.  Section  223 
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provides  for  grants  and  contracts  to  In¬ 
stitutions  of  higher  education  and  other 
public  and  private  agencies,  institutions, 
and  organizations  for  research  and  dem¬ 
onstration  projects  relating  to  the  im¬ 
provement  of  libraries  or  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  training  in  librarianship  and  for 
the  dissemination  of  information  derived 
from  such  research  and  demonstration. 

Pursuant  to  section  503  of  the  Educa¬ 
tion  Amendments  of  1972,  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  on  April  1,  1974  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  on  the  proposed  regulations. 
In  addition,  written  comments  were  in¬ 
vited.  No  comments  were  received  either 
orally  or  in  writing. 

After  making  a  minor  change  to  correct 
a  typographical  error,  new  Part  133  is 
added  to  Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

Effective  date.  Pursuant  to  section  503 
(d)  of  the  Education  Amendments  of 
1972  (P.L.  92-318),  these  regulations  be¬ 
come  effective  on  June  17,  1974. 

Dated:  April  26, 1974. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.475,  Research  and  Demonstra¬ 
tion  (General  Library  Research) ) 

John  Ottina, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 
Approved:  May  10, 1974. 

Frank  Carlucci, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare. 

Sec. 

133.1  Scope  of  part. 

133.2  Purpose  of  program. 

133.3  Definitions. 

133.4  General  provisions  regulations. 

133.5  Eligible  parties. 

133.6  Applications  for  grants. 

133.7  Special  consideration. 

133.8  Types  of  activities  supported. 

133.9  Panel  of  experts. 

Appendix  A  Criteria  for  Approving 
Applications. 

•  Authority:  Sec.  223  of  P.L.  89-329,  82 
Stat.  1037,  as  renumbered  and  amended  by 
Sec.  Ill  of  P.L.  92-318,  86  Stat.  238  (20  U.S.C. 
1034) ,  unless  otherwise  noted. 

§  133.1  Scope  of  part. 

The  regulations  in  this  part  govern 
programs  of  Federal  financial  assistance 
by  the  U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education 
for  research  and  demonstration  projects 
under  Part  B  of  Title  n  of  the  Higher 
Education  Act  of  1965,  as  amended. 

(20  U.S.C.  1031,  1034) 

§  133.2  Purpose  of  program. 

The  financial  assistance  under  this 
part  is  available  to  eligible  parties  to 
support  research  and  demonstration 
projects  relating  to  the  improvement  of 
libraries  or  the  improvement  of  training 
in  librarianship,  including  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  new  techniques,  systems,  and 
equipment  for  processing,  storing,  and 
distributing  information  and  for  the 
dissemination  of  information  derived 
from  such  research  and  demonstration. 
(20  U.S.C.  1031, 1034) 
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§  133.3  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part: 

“Act”  means  Part  B  of  Title  n  of  the 
Higher  Education  AcJ  of  1965,  Public 
Law  89-329,  82  Stat.  1037,  as  amended 
and  renumbered  by  section  111  of  the 
Education  Amendments  of  1972,  Public 
Law  92-318,  86  Stat.  238. 

(20  U.S.C.  1031,  1034) 

“Librarianship”  means  the  principles 
and  practices  of  the  library  and  infor¬ 
mation  science,  including  the  acquisi¬ 
tion,  organization,  storage,  retrieval 
and  dissemination  of  information,  and 
reference  and  research  use  of  library 
and  other  information  resources. 

(20  U.S.C.  1021(c)(2)) 

“Research  and  demonstration”  means 
research,  surveys,  or  demonstrations  re¬ 
lating  to  the  improvement  of  libraries, 
including  experimental  libraries,  and 
the  improvement  of  training  in  li¬ 
brarianship,  or  the  dissemination  of 
information  derived  therefrom. 

(20  U.S.C.  1034) 

§  133.4  General  provisions  regulations. 

Assistance  under  this  part  is  subject 
to  applicable  provisions  contained  in 
Subchapter  A  of  this  Chapter  relating 
to  administrative,  fiscal,  property 
management,  and  other  matters. 

(20  U.S.C.  1034) 

§  133.5  Eligible  parties. 

A  grantee  or  contractor  eligible  for  a 
research  and  demonstration  project 
under  this  part  is  an  institution  of  higher 
education  or  other  public  or  private 
agency,  institution,  or  organization,  pro¬ 
vided  that  no  private  agency,  organiza¬ 
tion,  or  institution  other  than  a  non¬ 
profit  one  may  receive  a  grant. 

(20  U.S.C.  1034) 

§  133.6  Applications  for  grants. 

Where  information  may  be  obtained, 
where  application  forms  may  be  ob¬ 
tained,  and  where  applications  must  be 
sent,  will  be  stated  in  the  annual  an¬ 
nouncement  of  the  program  in  the 
Notice  of  Closing  Date  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(20  U.S.C.  1034) 

§  133.7  Special  consideration. 

Special  consideration  will  be  given  to 
proposals  dealing  with: 

(a)  Libraries  and  information  science. 

(1)  Activities  which  are  designed  to 
bring  together  the  total  information,  ed¬ 
ucational,  and  cultural  resources  of 
communities  and  organizations  into  new 
and  effective  patterns  of  service  with 
emphasis  on  special  target  groups  such 
as  the  underemployed,  undereducated, 
culturally  or  geographically  isolated 
groups,  and  others  who  have  been  un¬ 
served  or  minimally  served  in  the  past. 

(2)  Activities  which  center  on  more 
efficient  use  of  resources  and  fulfillment 
of  comprehensive  information  needs  of 
the  users. 


(3)  Studies  assessing  the  need  for  the 
types  of  activities  described  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  section. 

(4)  Studies  for  the  development  of 
new  techniques  and  technological  in¬ 
novations  and  services  and  new  applica¬ 
tions  of  existing  ones  for  activities  of 
the  types  described  in  paragraphs  (a) 
(1)  and  (2)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Training  of  library  personnel. 
Investigation  of  training  needs  and  de¬ 
sign  of  training  programs,  which  can  be 
conducted  to  support  the  activities  out¬ 
lined  in  paragraph  (a)  (1)  and  (2)  of 
this  section. 

(c)  -  Criteria.  Appendix  A  to  this  part 
sets  forth  the  criteria  to  be  used  in  ap¬ 
proving  applications  for  grants  and  con¬ 
tracts  under  this  part. 

(20  U.S.C.  1034) 

§  133.8  Types  of  activities  supported. 

Any  one  or  more  of  the  elements  of 
research  and  demonstration  as  defined 
in  §  133.3  may  be  supported  under  this 
part  to  the  extent  of  available  funds. 

(20  U.S.C.  1034) 

§  133.9  Panel  of  experts. 

The  Commissioner  will  not  approve 
any  application  for  a  grant  under  this 
part  unless  and  until  such  application 
has  been  reviewed  by  a  panel  of  experts 
who  are  competent  to  evaluate  various 
types  of  research  or  demonstration 
projects,  and  the  Commissioner  has  con¬ 
sidered  the  advice  and  recommendations 
of  that  panel. 

(20  U.S.C.  1034) 

Appendix  A 

CRITERIA  FOR  APPROVING  APPLICATIONS 

(a)  Initial  applications.  In  approving  ap¬ 
plications  for  the  commencement  of  new 
projects,  the  Commissioner  shall  use  the  fol¬ 
lowing  criteria  (in  addition  to  the  criteria 
set  forth  in  46  CFR  100a.26(b))  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  special  consideration  described 
in  §  133.6  of  this  part: 

(1)  Significance  and  impact.  The  appli¬ 
cant  proposes  to  contribute  to  the  solution  of 
an  important  library  problem,  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  operations  or  service  in  a  significant 
number  of  libraries,  or  the  fulfillment 
of  unmet  informational,  educational,  or 
cultural  needs. 

(2)  Problem  and  needs  assessment.  The 
applicant's  identification  and  demonstration 
by  objective  evidence  of  the  nature  and 
magnitude  of  the  needs  to  be  addressed  by 
the  proposed  program,  the  degree  of  the 
applicant’s  demonstrated  knowledge  of 
previous  successes  and  failures  with  the 
same  or  similar  programs  and  ability  to 
accommodate  to  them. 

(45  CFR  100a.26(b)  (1)) 

(3)  Statement  of  objectives.  The  appli¬ 
cant’s  set  objectives  in  relation  to  the 
needs  assessed  and  desired  impact  which  are 
interrelated,  specific  measurable,  and  real¬ 
istically  attainable  within  the  specified 
periods  and  the  clarity  and  specification  of 
output  products  that  meet  these  objectives. 

(45  CFR  100a.26(b)  (8)  (i) ) 

(4)  Activities  and  scheduling.  The  activi¬ 
ties  included  in  the  proposed  program 
promise  of  themselves  to  result  in  the  at¬ 
tainment  of  the  applicant's  stated  objectives 
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and  are  so  scheduled  as  to  result  In  that 
attainment  In  an  efficient  manner. 

(6)  Resources  and  resource  management. 
The  application  Indicates  that  the  project 
will  be  operated  with: 

(I)  key  personnel  with  appropriate  educa¬ 
tion,  experience,  and  good  records  of  previous 
performance  in  similar  or  related  work; 

(45  CFR  100a. 26(b)  (3)  ) 

(II)  coordination  with  and  maximum 
utilization  of  existing  library  resources; 

(ill)  appropriate  utilization  of  specialists, 
consultants,  community  advisory  boards, 
project  advisory  boards,  and  paraprofes- 
sionals  where  necessary; 

(iv)  a  realistic  budget  that  corresponds  to 
the  statement  of  work  or  activities  to  be 
performed; 

(45  CFR  100a.26(b)  (5)) 

(v)  a  budget  request  that  minimizes  or 
excludes  purchases  of  books,  equipment,  and 
printing  and  in  general  does  not  provide 
for  operational  money  except  as  necessary  to 
support  the  proposed  demonstration. 

(45  CFR  100a.26  (b)(4)) 

(6)  Evaluation.  The  format  for  objective, 
quantifiable  measurement  of  the  success  of 
the  proposed  program  In  attaining  the 
stated  objectives,  including : 

(I)  a  statement  of  the  criteria  by  which 
attainment  of  objectives  Is  to  be  measured; 

(II)  a  description  of  the  Instruments  to  be 
used  to  collect  data  for  evaluation  of  the 
proposed  program  (and  the  method  to  be 
used  to  validate  such  instruments  where 
necessary),  or  a  description  of  the  procedure 
to  be  employed  in  selecting  such 
Instruments; 

(III)  an  assessment  of  the  validity  of  such 
Instruments  in  measuring  use  of  services,  or 
changes  In  attitudes,  skills,  knowledge  or 
behavior  of  users; 

(iv)  a  schedule  for  the  collection  of  data 
for  evaluation,  and  a  description  of  the 
method  to  be  used  to  review  the  program; 

(v)  provisions  for  comparison  of  evalua¬ 
tion  results  with  norms,  control  group  or 
performance,  results  of  other  programs,  or 
other  external  standards. 

(46  CFR  100a.26(b)  (8)  (11) ) 

(7)  Dissemination.  Provisions  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  which  will  result  In  adequate 
dissemination  of  the  results  of  the  proposed 
program  and  will  make  all  outputs  available 
through  commercial  publication,  published 
articles,  conference  papers,  audiovisual 
preparations  or  in  other  ways  as  appropriate. 

(45  CFR  100a.26(b)  (8)  (lv)  ) 

(8)  Continuity  of  project.  The  extent  to 
which  the  proposed  program  is  designed  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  ensure  the  continuity 
of  a  project  or  parts  of  It  at  the  site  selected 
and  or  its  replication  at  other  sites  as  well 
as  the  strength  of  commitment  in  support¬ 
ing  letters  and  documentation. 

(20  U.S.C.  1031,  1034) 

(b)  Continuation  of  assistance.  In  approv¬ 
ing  applications  for  assistance  to  continue 
programs  already  funded  under  this  Part 
during  the  fiscal  year  prior  to  the  fiscal 
year  for  which  assistance  is  sought,  the 
Commissioner  shall  apply  (in  addition  to 
the  criteria  set  forth  in  45  CFR  100a.26(b)) 
the  following  criteria: 

(1)  Program  results.  The  extent  to  which: 

(1)  the  applicant  demonstrates,  by  techni¬ 
cal  and  evaluation  reports,  products  and 
other  objective  evidence,  that  the  program 
proposed  to  be  continued  has  been  success¬ 
ful  In  meeting  stated  objectives  and  identi¬ 
fied  needs;  and 

(11)  such  program  has  been  modified  as  may. 
be  required  so  as  to  Increase  the  likeli¬ 
hood  of  success  In  meeting  such  needs. 

(2)  Adoption  by  others.  The  extent  to 
which  services,  techniques,  and  new  knowl¬ 


edge  resulting  from  activities  assisted  under 
this  part  In  prior  fiscal  years  have  been 
adopted  by  others. 

(3)  Other  educational  criteria.  The  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  the  proposed  activities  satisfy 
the  criteria  set  forth  In  paragraph  (a). 
“Initial  applications.’*  » 

(c)  Priority.  In  approving  applications  for 
assistance  under  this  Part,  the  Commissioner 
shall  give  priority  to  the  applications 
described  In  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section, 
“Continuation  of  assistance,”  for  continua¬ 
tion  of  projects  within  their  previously  es¬ 
tablished  project  periods. 

[FR  Doc.74-11426  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 

PART  175— COLLEGE  WORK-STUDY 
PROGRAM 

Notice  of  Allocation  of  Funds 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  section  446  of  Part  C  of  Title  IV  of 
the  Higher  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  2756),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Commissioner  of 
Education  is  amending  §  175.3a  of  the 
College  Work-Study  Program  regulations 
(45  CFR  175.3a),  which  deals  with  the 
method  of  allocating  funds  to  institu¬ 
tions  of  higher  education  within  a  State, 
by  extending  the  application  of  that 
section  beyond  fiscal  year  1974.  Section 
175.3a  provides  that  when  funds  for  use 
in  fiscal  year  1974  are  insufficient  to 
honor  all  approved  requests  of  institu¬ 
tions  within  a  State  for  funds,  such  funds 
will  be  allocated  to  institutions  within 
that  State  on  a  pro  rata  basis.  The  pro 
rata  method  of  allocating  funds  within  a 
State  is  hereby  extended  for  use  in  any 
fiscal  year,  because  it  is  considered  the 
most  equitable  method  for  distributing 
funds  within  a  State. 

In  view  of  the  limited  time  remaining 
in  the  fiscal  year  for  allocating  funds  to 
institutions  under  the  College  Work- 
Study  Program,  it  has  been  determined 
that  resort  to  proposed  rulemaking  with 
respect  to  this  regulatory  provision  would 
be  impracticable.  (5  U.S.C.  553(b)) 

Section  175.3a  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  175.3a  Allocation  of  funds  to  institu¬ 
tions. 

When  funds  available  for  distribution 
among  the  institutions  within  a  State  for 
any  fiscal  year  are  not  sufficient  to  honor 
all  approved  requests  of  institutions 
within  such  State,  such  sums  as  are 
available  will  be  distributed  on  a  pro  rata 
basis  among  all  institutional  applicants 
in  the  State  in  the  same  ratio  that  the 
total  funds  available  for  the  State,  in¬ 
cluding  both  allotments  and  reallot¬ 
ments,  bears  to  the  total  approved  re¬ 
quests  for  that  State. 

(42  U.S.C.  2756) 

Effective  date.  The  regulation  con¬ 
tained  herein  shall  become  effective  on 
June  17,  1974. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.463,  Higher  Education  Work- 
Study) 

Dated:  April  22, 1974. 

John  Ottina, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 


Approved:  May  13, 1974. 

Frank  Carlucci, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare. 

[FR  Doc.74-11424  Filed  5-1 6-74; 8: 45  am] 


PART  185— EMERGENCY  SCHOOL  AID 

Notice  of  proposed  rule  making  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  15,  1974,  at  39  FR  9992  through 
9995,  amending  Subpart  J,  Special  Proj¬ 
ects,  of  Part  185  of  Title  45  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  governing  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  Emergency  School 
Aid  Act,  Title  VII  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1972,  to  provide  for  spe¬ 
cial  arts  projects.  Interested  persons 
were  given  30  days  in  which  to  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  ob¬ 
jections  regarding  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions. 

No  comments  were  received.  Minor 
changes  have  been  made  to  correct  typo¬ 
graphical  errors. 

After  making  the  necessary  typo¬ 
graphical  corrections.  Subpart  J  of  Part 
185  of  Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  to  read  as  set 
forth  below. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  to  the 
regulations  shall  become  effective  May 
17,  1974. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.532  Emergency  School  Aid — 
Special  Projects) 

Dated :  April  30,  1974. 

Charles  B.  Saunders,  Jr., 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Education. 

Approved:  May  13,  1974. 

Frank  Carlucci, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

1.  Section  185.91-1  is  added  after 
§  185.91  to  read  as  follows: 

§  185.91—1  Eligibility  for  assistance. 

(a)  Special  arts  projects.  Any  public 
agency  or  organization  responsible  for 
the  administration  of  statewide  public 
arts  programs,  such  as  a  State  Arts 
Council  or  State  Arts  and  Humanities 
Commission,  may  apply  for  assistance  by 
grant  from  funds  reserved  pursuant  to 
§  185.95(b)  (1)  for  special  projects  that 
would  through  the  arts  provide  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  interracial  and  intercultural 
communication  and  understanding  to 
help  meet  the  special  needs  incident  to 
the  implementation  of  a  plan  or  project 
described  in  §  185.11.  Activities  assisted 
under  this  paragraph  must  be  conducted 
primarily  with  students  who  attend 
schools  affected  by  such  plan,  in  which 
the  proportion  of  minority  group  chil¬ 
dren  enrolled  is  no  less  than  20  percent 
and  no  greater  than  50  percent.  Such 
schools  must  be  located  in  local  educa¬ 
tional  agencies  which  are  in  compliance 
with  the  requirements  described  in 
§  185.43  or  §  185.44. 

(b)  No  more  than  $1,000,000  from 
funds  reserved  pursuant  to  §  185.95(b) 
( 1 )  shall  be  awarded  for  grants  pursuant 
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to  this  section  during  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1974. 

(20  US.a  1006(d)  and  1007(a) ) 

2.  Section  185.92-1  la  added  after 
$  185.92  to  read  as  follows: 

§  185.92-1  Applications. 

(a)  Applications  by  public  agencies  or 
organizations  pursuant  to  S  185.91-1  (a) 
shall  comply  with  the  requirements  of 


agencies  or  organizations  which  are  ed¬ 
ucational  agencies  shall  also  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  S  185.13(1).  All  ap¬ 
plications  for  assistance  under  5  185.91- 
1,  together  with  all  correspondence  and 
other  written  materials  relating  thereto, 
shall  be  made  readily  available  to  the 
public  by  the  applicant  and  by  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary. 

(20  U.S.C.  1605(d) ,  1607(a) ,  1609(a) ) 

(b)  In  addition  to  the  information  and 
assurances  required  by  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  applications  by  public  agen¬ 
cies  and  organizations  pursuant  to  §  185.- 
91-1  (a)  shall  contain  the  following  in¬ 
formation: 

(1)  A  letter  from  each  local  educational 
agency  implementing  a  plan  or  proj¬ 
ect  described  in  §  185.11  in  which  the 
applicant  proposes  to  conduct  activities 
which  gives  evidence  that  the  local  edu¬ 
cational  agency  has  reviewed  the  pro¬ 
posed  project  and  has  agreed  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  program  activities,  if  funded, 
and  which  contains  a  list  of  those 
schools  within  such  local  educational 
agency  which  are  eligible  for  assistance 
pursuant  to  §  185.91-l(a); 

(2)  A  copy  of  the  plan  or  project  as 
described  in  §  185.11  for  each  local  edu¬ 
cational  agency  which  the  applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  serve  unless  such  local  educa¬ 
tional  agency  has  previously  applied  for 
assistance  under  the  Act; 

(3)  A  statement,  signed  by  the  ap¬ 
propriate  official  of  each  local  educa¬ 
tional  agency  in  which  the  applicant 
proposes  to  conduct  activities,  that  such 
local  educational  agency  is  in  compliance 
with  the  requirements  described  in 
S  185.43  or  S  185.44. 

(4)  A  statement  of  the  name,  position, 
and  prior  experience  in  education,  the 
arts,  and  interracial/intercultural  rela¬ 
tions  of  the  State  level  project  director 
employed  (or  to  be  employed)  by  the 
applicant  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  application; 

(5)  A  copy  of  the  statutory  provision, 
State  executive  order  or  other  evidence 
establishing  the  status  of  the  applicant 
agency  as  a  public  agency  or 
organization. 

(20U.S.C.  1607(a),  1609(a)) 

3.  Section  185-93-1  'Is  added  after 
S  185.93  to  read  as  follows: 

§  185.93—1  Criteria  for  assistance. 

(a)  Objective  criteria.  In  approving 
applications  for  assistance  pursuant  to 
$185.91-l(a),  the  Assistant  Secretary 
shall  apply  the  following  criterion:  The 


need  for  such  assistance,  as  Indicated  by 
the  number  and  percentage  of  minority 
group  children  within  the  State  in  which 
the  applicant  is  located  (10  points) . 
(20UJS.C.  1609(c)  (1)) 

(b)  Educational  and  programmatic 
criteria.  The  Assistant  Secretary  shall 
determine  the  educational,  artistic,  and 
programmatic  merits  of  applications  for 
assistance  by  public  agencies  or  organiza¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  $  185.91-1  (a)  on  the 


points) : 

(1)  Needs  assessment  (.14  points ) .  The 
magnitude  of  needs,  in  the  schools  to  be 
served,  assessed  jointly  by  the  applicant 
and  the  appropriate  local  educational 
agency  or  agencies,  for  intercultural/ 
interracial  arts  programs  as  such  pro¬ 
grams  relate  to  the  special  needs  incident 
to  the  Implementation  of  a  plan  or  proj¬ 
ect  described  in  $  185.11. 

(2)  Statement  of  objectives  (10  points ) . 
(i)  The  degree  to  which  the  applicant 
sets  out  specific  measurable  objectives 
for  its  program,  project,  or  activity  in 
relation  to  the  needs  identified  (5 
points);  and  (ii)  The  degree  to  which 
the  program,  project,  or  activity  to  be 
assisted  affords  promise  of  achieving  the 
points). 

(3)  Activities  (55  points),  (i)  Project 
design  (20  points ).  The  extent  to  which 
the  proposed  program  or  project  sets  out 
activities  clearly  related  to  the  needs 
identified  and  to  the  stated  objectives, 
which  activities  (a)  complement  activi¬ 
ties  being  carried  out  by  the  appropriate 
local  educational  agency  or  agencies  (5 
points) ;  (b)  provide  opportunities  for 
artists  to  assist  students  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  artistic  expression  (5  points) ; 

(c)  provide  opportunities  for  artists  to 
create,  and  arts  groups  to  present,  activi* 
ties  that  promote  interracial  and  inter¬ 
cultural  understanding  (5  points) ;  and 

(d)  provide  opportunities  for  the  artists 
to  serve  as  a  resource  to  the  appropriate 
school,  local  educational  agency,  and 
community  (5  points). 

(ii)  Staffing  (20  points).  At  a  mini¬ 
mum,  the  proposed  program  or  project 
must  set  out  a  plan  to  utilize  qualified 
minority  group  artists  and  arts  groups. 
Points  will  be  awarded  on  the  basis  of 
the  extent  to  which  the  application  dem¬ 
onstrates  that:  (a)(1)  at  least  50%  of 
the  artists  and  art  group  members  (when 
taken  together  as  a  group)  to  be  utilized 
by  the  applicant  are  minority  group 
members  (5  points) ;  and  (a)  (2)  the  pro¬ 
portion  of  members  of  each  minority 
group  among  such  artists  and  art  groups 
(when  taken  together  as  a  whole)  repre¬ 
sents  the  proportion  of  such  minority 
groups  in  the  minority  population  of  the 
State  in  which  the  applicant  is  located 
(5  points);  (b)  qualified  artists  and  art 
groups  who  have  demonstrated  the  abil¬ 
ity  to  work  effectively  with  students  and 
teachers  in  interracial/intercultural  ed¬ 
ucational  settings  will  be  utilized  (5 
points) ;  (c)  the  presence  or  availability 
of  a  State  level  project  director  with 
experience  in  education,  the  arts,  and 
interracial/intercultural  relations  (3 
points) ;  and  (d)  adequate  training  and 


orientation  will  be  provided  for  students, 
teachers,  and  other  educational  person¬ 
nel  in  the  uses  of  artists  and  arts  ex¬ 
periences,  and  for  artists  in  the  need  of 
students,  teachers  and  administrators 
(2  points). 

(iii)  Delivery  of  services  (10  points). 
The  extent  to  which  the  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  or  project  (a)  involves  to  the  full¬ 
est  extent  practicable  the  total  educa¬ 
tional  and  artistic  resources  already 
existing  in  the  community  or  communi¬ 
ties  to  be  served,  including  those  of  other 
public  or  nonprofit  private  agencies,  or¬ 
ganizations,  or  institutions  (2  points) ; 
(b)  describes  available  facilities  which 
are  adequate  for  the  performance  of  the 
proposed  activities  and  are  convenient 
and  accessible  to  the  persons  involved 
in  such  activities  (2  points) ;  (c)  pro¬ 
vides  for  effective  notification  of  and 
communication  with  the  intended  bene¬ 
ficiaries  of  proposed  activities  (2 
points) ;  (d)  gives  evidence  of  coordina¬ 
tion  with,  mutual  support  of,  the  State 
education  agency’s  arts  education  pro¬ 
grams  (2  points) ;  and  (e)  gives  evidence 
that  proposed  projects,  programs,  or  ac¬ 
tivities  will  be  documented  so  that  suc¬ 
cessful  models  can  be  replicated  (2 
points) .  For  purposes  of  this  subdivision, 
“community  or  communities  to  be 
served”  shall  mean  the  community  or 
communities  in  which  are  Iqcated  local 
educational  agencies  in  wrhich  activities 
are  to  be  conducted  with  assistance  made 
available  under  §  185.91-1. 

(iv)  Parent  and  community  involve¬ 
ment  (5  points) .  The  extent  to  which  the 
application  (a)  provides  for  increased 
communication  between  parents  and  the 
school  system  (2  points) ;  and  (b)  pro¬ 
vides  for  specific  opportunities  for  com¬ 
munity  and  parental  participation  in  the 
implementation  of  the  proposed  pro¬ 
gram,  project,  or  activity  in  addition  to 
those  required  by  $  185.94-1.  (3  points). 

(4)  Resource  management  (6  points) . 
The  extent  to  which  the  application  con¬ 
tains  evidence  that  (i)  the  amount  of 
funds  requested  is  of  sufficient  magnitude 
to  give  substantial  promise  of  achieving 
tht  stated  objectives  (2  points) ;  (ii)  the 
costs  of  project  components  are  reason¬ 
able  in  relation  to  the  expected  benefits 
(2  points);  and  (c)  all  possible  efforts 
have  been  made  to  minimize  the  amount 
of  funds  requested  for  purchase  of  equip¬ 
ment  necessary  for  implementation  of 
the  proposed  program,  project,  or  activ¬ 
ity  (2  points) . 

(5)  Evaluation  (5  points) .  The  extent 
to  which  the  application  sets  out  a  for¬ 
mat  for  objective  measurement  of  the 
results  of  the  proposed  program,  project, 
or  activity,  including  (i)  a  timetable  for 
compilation  of  data  for  evaluation  and 
a  method  of  reviewing  the  program, 
project,  or  activity  in  the  light  of  such 
data  (2  points); 'and  (ii)  a  description 
of  the  instruments  to  be  used  for  evalua¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  program,  project, 
or  activity,  or  a  description  of  the  pro¬ 
cedure  to  be  employed  in  selecting  such 
instruments  (3  points). 

(6)  In  making  the  determination  re¬ 
quired  under  this  paragraph  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  is  authorized  to  purchase 


§  185.13  (a),  (b),  (c).  (d),  (f).  (g),  (h) 

(j),  (k)(l)(l),  (k)  (1)  (U) ,  (k)  (2)  and  basis  of  the  following  criteria  (90 
(m).  Applications  submitted  by  public 
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or  utilize  the  services,  recommendations, 
and  advice  of  experts  In  the  areas  of  the 
arts,  education,  and  human  relations 
from  the  Department,  other  Federal 
agencies,  State  or  local  governmental 
units,  or  the  private  sector. 

1 20  U.S.C.  1601(b),  1609(a)  (11),  1609(c)(1) 
(2),  (4),  and  (6)) 

(c)  Funding  criteria.  In  determining 
amounts  to  be  awarded  to  applicants  for 
assistance  pursuant  to  §  185.91-1  (a)  the 
Assistant  Secretary  shall  consider  the  ad¬ 
ditional  cost  to  such  applicant  (as  such 
cost  Is  defined  In  §  185.13(a))  of  effec¬ 
tively  carrying  out  its  proposed  program, 
project,  or  activity,  in  relation  to  the 
amount  of  funds  available  for  assistance 
pursuant  to  S  185.91-1  (b)  and  the  other 
applications  for  such  assistance  pending 
before  him.  The  Assistant  Secretary  shall 
not  be  required  to  approve  any  applica¬ 
tion  which  does  not  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Act  or  this  part,  or  which 
sets  forth  a  program,  project,  or  activity 
of  such  insufficient  promise  for  achiev¬ 
ing  the  purposes  of  the  Act  that  its  ap¬ 
proval  is  not  warranted.  In  applying  the 
criterion  set  out  in  this  paragraph,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  shall  award  funds  to 
applicants  (whose  applications  meet  such 
requirements  and  are  of  sufficient  prom¬ 
ise  to  warrant  approval)  in  the  order  of 
their  ranking  on  the  basis  of  the  criteria 
set  out  in  this  section  until  the  sums 
allotted  for  such  assistance  have  been 
exhausted.  Awards  of  assistance  made 
pursuant  to  9  185.91-1  (a)  will  be  limited 
to  an  approximate  range  of  $50,000  to 
$100,000.  No  more  than  one  award  of 
assistance  pursuant  to  §  185.91-1  (a)  will 
be  made  in  any  State. 

(20  U.S.C.  1609(c)(1)(C)) 

4.  Section  185.94-1  is  added  after 
§  185.94  to  read  as  follows: 

§  185.94—1  Community  involvement. 

(a)  Advisory  committee.  A  public 
agency  or  organization  applying  for  as¬ 
sistance  pursuant  to  §  185.91-1  (a)  shall, 
prior  to  submission  of  such  an  applica¬ 
tion,  consult  with  a  State  level  advisory 
committee  formed  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  in  identify¬ 
ing  problems  and  assessing  the  needs  to 
be  addressed  by  such  application.  Such 
applicant  shall  afford  such  committee  a 
reasonable  opportunity  (not  less  than 
10  days)  in  which  to  review  and  com¬ 
ment  upon  such  application,  and  shall 
establish  such  committee  at  least  5  days 
prior  to  the  commencement  of  such  re¬ 
view  period.  In  connection  with  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  such  committee,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  shall  furnish  to  each  member  of 
such  committee  a  copy  of  the  Act  and 
this  regulation. 

(20  U.S.C.  1607(a)) 

(b)  Composition.  (1)  In  order  to 
establish  a  State  level  advisory  commit¬ 
tee  as  required  by  this  section,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  shall  designate  four  State  level 
civic  or  community  organizations  (which 
when  taken  together  rather  than  con¬ 
sidered  individually,  are  broadly  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  minority  and  non¬ 
minority  communities  in  the  State) ,  one 


State  level  teacher  organization,  and  one 
State  level  parent  organization,  each  of 
which  shall  select  one  member  of  their 
organization  to  serve  as  a  member  of 
the  State  level  advisory  committee.  In 
addition  the  applicant  shall  designate  a 
State  level  student  organization  or  orga¬ 
nizations  to  select  student  members  so 
that  the  membership  of  the  State  level 
advisory  committee  will  include  one 
nonminority  group  student  and  one  Stu¬ 
dent  from  each  minority  group  substan¬ 
tially  represented  in  the  State. 

(2)  The  State  level  advisory  commit¬ 
tee  formed  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  must  be  composed  of  equal 
numbers  of  nonminority  group  members 
and  of  members  from  each  minority 
group  substantially  represented  in  the 
State,  including  at  least  one  member  with 
arts  or  arts  related  experience.  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  members  selected  pursuant  to 
subparagraph  (1),  the  applicant  shall 
select  the  minimum  number  of  additional 
persons  as  may  be  necessary  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  this  subparagraph. 

(20  U.S.C.  1607(a)) 

(c)  Public  hearing  and  publication. 
Public  agencies  or  organization  applying 
for  assistance  pursuant  to  §  185.91-1  (a) 
shall  hold  at  least  one  open,  public  hear¬ 
ing  with  parents,  teachers,  and  secondary 
school  students,  including  but  not  limited 
to  the  members  of  a  committee  formed 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  at  which  hearing  such  persons 
are  afforded  a  full  opportunity  to  under¬ 
stand  the  program,  project,  or  activity 
for  which  assistance  is  being  sought  and 
to  offer  recommendations  thereon.  Such 
hearing  shall  be  held  no  less  than  7  days 
prior  to  submission  of  an  application  un¬ 
der  the  Act,  and  shall  be  advertised  in 
a  newspaper  of  statewide  circulation  or 
otherwise  made  public  not  less  than  7 
days  prior  to  the  date  of  such  hearing. 
Such  publication  shall  include  the  names 
of  the  members  of  the  State  level  ad¬ 
visory  committee  established  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  and  a 
statement  of  the  purpose  of  such  com¬ 
mittee.  Evidence  of  such  publication  and 
a  copy  of  the  minutes  of  the  hearing  re¬ 
quired  by  this  subparagraph  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  with  such  agency’s  application  for 
assistance.  At  a  minimum,  such  minutes 
shall  include  a  statement  of  the  date, 
time  and  location  of  such  hearings,  the 
number  of  persons  in  attendance,  and  a 
brief  summary  (not  a  verbatim  tran¬ 
script)  of  the  views  expressed  at  such 
hearing. 

(20  U.S.C.  1607(a)) 

(d)  Comments  and  suggestions  by  ad¬ 
visory  committee.  No  application  for 
assistance  pursuant  to  §  185.91-1  (a) 
shall  be  approved  which  is  not  accom¬ 
panied  by  the  written  comments  of  a 
committee  formed  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section.  No  amend¬ 
ment  to  a  program,  project,  or  activity 
assisted  under  9  185.91-1  (a)  shall  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  no  additional  funds  made 
available,  unless  such  committee  has 
been  consulted  and  involved  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  and  has  been  given  an  op¬ 


portunity  to  comment  upon,  such  amend¬ 
ment  of  or  addition  to  such  program, 
project,  or  activity.  Such  comments  shall 
be  included  with  any  application  submit¬ 
ted  by  such  applicant  for  such  amend¬ 
ments  or  additions. 

(e)  Post-award  consultation.  Each  ap¬ 
plication  for  assistance  pursuant  to 
9  185.91-1  (a)  shall  contain  an  assurance 
that  the  applicant  will  consult  at  least 
monthly  with  its  State  level  advisory 
committee  established  under  this  section 
with  respect  to  policy  matters  arising  in 
the  administration  and  operation  of  any 
program,  project,  or  activity  for  which 
funds  are  made  available  under 
9  185.91-1,  and  that  will  provide  such 
committee  with  a  reasonable  opportu¬ 
nity  to  periodically  observe  and  comment 
upon  all  project  related  activities. 

(20  U.S.C.  1607(a)) 

[FR  Doc.74-11423  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  X— OFFICE  OF  ECONOMIC 
OPPORTUNITY 

PART  1069— COMMUNITY  ACTION  PRO¬ 
GRAM  GRANTEE  PERSONNEL  MAN¬ 
AGEMENT 

Out-of-Community  Travel  Costs 

Background.  The  Office  of  Economic 
Opportunity  is  revising  its  policy  cover¬ 
ing  out-of-community  travel  costs 
charged  to  OEO  grant  funds  by  reverting 
to  the  policy  promulgated  in  August 
1969  which  allowed  grantees  to  use  grant 
funds,  under  certain  circumstances, 
without  prior  approval  of  OEO.  Rein¬ 
statement  of  the  aforementioned  policy 
will  reduce  the  burden  of  paperwork  on 
both  grantees  and  OEO  officials  and  will 
provide  some  amount  of  flexibility  to 
grantees. 

This  policy  applies  to  all  grant  pro¬ 
grams  financially  assisted  under  Titles 
II  and  VII  of  the  Economic  Opportunity 
Act,  as  amended,  if  the  assistance  is  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Office  of  Economic 
Opportunity. 

These  regulations  are  effective  on 
June  17,  1974. 

Sec.  602,  78  Stat.  530;  42  U.S.C.  2942) 

Alvin  J.  Arnett. 

Director. 

In  45  CFR  Chapter  X,  Part  1069, 
§9  1069.3-5  and  1069.3-6  are  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1069.3—5  Restrictions  on  charging 
out-of-the-community  travel  costs  to 
grant  funds. 

(a)  Grantees  may  use  OEO  grant 
funds  to  reimburse  out-of-the-commu- 
nity  travel  costs  incurred  by  grantee  and 
delegate  agency  employees,  consultants 
and  members  of  governing  or  admin¬ 
istering  boards  without  obtaining  prior 
OEO  approval,  if  the  travel  was  for  pur¬ 
poses  outlined  below  and  meets  the  geo¬ 
graphical  limitations  of  9  1069.3-6  of 
this  subpart. 

(1)  The  travel  is  in  response  to  a  spe¬ 
cific  invitation  from  the  OEO  Head¬ 
quarters  or  an  OEO  Regional  Office  to 
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attend  a  conference  or  meeting  for  the 
purpose  of  furthering  OEO  activities. 

(2)  Travel  to  attend  conferences  and 
meetings  of  professional  organizations 
whose  efforts  are  closely  related  to  the 
poverty  programs.  This  would  include, 
but  not  be  limited  to,  State  Economic  Op¬ 
portunity  Offices  operating  under  an 
OEO  grant,  the  National  Association  for 
Community  Development,  and  Commu¬ 
nity  Action  Directors'  Associations.  No 
specific  limit  is  imposed  on  the  number 
of  trips  which  may  be  charged  to  the 
grant  within  the  approved  budget.  How¬ 
ever,  grantees  and  delegate  agencies 
should  be  prepared  to  show  to  OEO 
auditors,  inspectors  or  evaluation  teams 
that  each  such  trip  was  reasonable  and 
contributed  to  the  development  or  man¬ 
agement  of  the  grantee’s  approved 
program. 

(3)  Travel  to  interview  prospective 
employees  or  to  procure  services,  supplies 
or  equipment  when  it  can  be  shown  that 
the  travel  was  necessary  and  advan¬ 
tageous  in  the  instances  involved. 

(b)  All  other  travel  must  be  specifi¬ 
cally  approved  in  writing,  in  advance  by 
the  appropriate  Headquarters  official  for 
Headquarters-funded  programs  or  the 
Regional  Director  for  Regionally-funded 
programs,  or  their  designees,  before  re¬ 
imbursement  from  grant  funds  is 
authorized. 

(c)  Note.  In  the  event  a  Headquarters 
or  Regional  granting  office  determines 
that  travel  by  a  grantee  employee  or 
employees  is  necessary  as  discussed  in 
1069.3-5(a)  (1)  and  sufficient  funds  for 
such  travel  are  not  available  within  the 
OEO  grant,  the  granting  office  may  di¬ 
rectly  reimburse  the  grantee  employee 
for  the  travel  costs  incurred.  However, 
when  such  payments  are  made,  the 
granting  office  must  inform  the  grantee 
involved,  in  writing,  that  the  em¬ 
ployee^)  has  been  reimbursed  for  the 
travel  costs  and  that  no  additional  re¬ 
imbursement  is  authorized.  Grantees 
are  cautioned  that  they  are  responsible 
for  establishing  the  controls  needed  to 
prevent  duplicate  payments  for  travel 
in  such  instances. 

§  1069.3—6  Approval  of  travel  out-ide 
the  continental  United  Staten. 

< a )  All  travel  outside  of  the  limits  of 
the  48  continental  United  States  must 
be  approved  in  writing,  in  advance,  by 
the  Regional  Director  for  Regionally- 
administered  grants  or  the  appropriate 
Headquarters  official  for  Headquarters- 
administered  grants. 

(b)  Similar  approval  is  required  for 
travel  within  the  continental  United 
States  by  OEO  grantees  in  Alaska, 
Hawaii  and  the  United  States  Territo¬ 
ries. 

(c>  Grantees  in  Alaska,  Hawaii  and 
the  Territories  may  permit  travel  within 
their  state  or  territory  without  specific 
OEO  approval,  if  the  travel  meets  the 
other  requirements  of  this  subpart. 

(d>  Travel  is  also  permitted  between 
Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  for 
area  meetings  and  conferences  and 
similarly  between  Micronesia  (the  Trust 
Territories)  and  Guam.  All  other  travel 


outside  of  these  states  or  areas  must  have 
prior  OEO  approval. 

§  1069.3-7  [Removed]. 

In  45  CFR  Chapter  X,  Part  1069, 
!  1069.3-7  is  deleted. 

(PR  Doc.74-11409  Piled  5-16-74; 8: 46  am] 


Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  V— NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAF¬ 
FIC  SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  74-10;  Notice  2] 

PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Air  Brake  Systems  Standard 

This  notice  amends  Standard  No.  121, 
Air  brake  systems,  49  CFR  571.121,  in 
response  to  several  petitions  for  recon¬ 
sideration  of  amendments  to  the  stand¬ 
ard  published  January  3,  1974  (39  FR 
804),  and  after  consideration  of  com¬ 
ments  on  a  proposal  published  March  1, 
1974  (39  FR  7966).  A  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  has  been  issued  separately  to 
propose  modification  of  the  standard  as 
it  applies  to  trailers. 

Reconsideration  of  Amendments — 
73-13;  Notice  3 

The  amendments  under  reconsidera¬ 
tion  concern  emergency  stopping  dis¬ 
tance  requirements  for  truck  tractors, 
parking  brake  requirements  for  trailer 
converter  dollies,  recovery  requirements 
for  antilock-equipped  brakes,  a  new  test 
condition  for  loaded  truck-tractors, 
special  test  conditions  for  certain  drive 
and  axle  configuration,  and  a  new  burn¬ 
ish  condition  for  road  tests.  Several 
manufacturers  commented  .  on  issues 
which  lie  beyond  the  scope  of  those 
amendments  and  are  therefore  inap¬ 
propriate  for  treatment  in  this  response. 
Wagner  Electric  and  Midland-Ross’  peti¬ 
tions  to  amend  S5. 1.2.1  and  S5.2.1.2 
(Midland  also  petitioned  on  S5. 1.2.2  and 
S5.2.1.3)  and  Wagner’s  petition  to  mod¬ 
ify  Table  III  retardation  values  will 
therefore  be  considered  as  petitions  for 
new  rulemaking  to  be  answered  in  a  sep¬ 
arate  notice. 

The  American  Trucking  Association 
(ATA)  requested  reconsideration  of 
NHTSA’s  decision  to  permit  either  auto¬ 
matic  or  modulated  emergency  brake 
systems  as  options  while  further  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  modulated  system  takes 
place.  As  stated  in  Notice  3,  the  NHTSA 
has  concluded  that  some  aspects  of  the 
system  may  need  refinement  and  that  all 
vehicle  manufacturers  cannot  in  any  case 
make  all  their  vehicles  conform  to  modu¬ 
lated  brake  system  requirements  by  the 
standard’s  effective  date.  Accordingly, 
while  the  majority  of  the  changes  pro¬ 
posed  in  response  to  the  ATA  petition 
continue  to  be  viewed  favorably,  for  the 
present  ATA’s  petition  is  denied. 

Wagner  Electric  and  General  Motors 
objected  to  the  retention  of  brake  retar¬ 
dation  force  requirements  for  towing 
vehicles  as  redundant  in  view  of  the 
stopping  distance  requirements  which 
also  apply  to  them.  Hie  NHTSA  pro¬ 
posed  deletion  of  these  dynamometer 


requirements  previously  and,  having 
considered  the  latest  submissions  and 
information,  hereby  amends  S5.4.1  to  de¬ 
lete  towing  vehicles  from  the  standard’s 
requirements.  The  NHTSA  has  tenta¬ 
tively  concluded  that  the  stopping  dis¬ 
tance  requirements  can  establish  satis¬ 
factory  brake  balance  between  towed 
and  towing  vehicles,  and  that  the  cost 
of  dynamometer  testing  is  not  Justified 
by  corresponding  safety  benefits.  It 
should  be  noted  that  the  dynamometer 
test  may  be  reinstituted  if  experience 
demonstrates  its  need. 

Fruehauf,  in  a  late  submission  to  this 
docket  and  in  other  docket  comments, 
has  emphasized  the  importance  to  lateral 
stability  of  a  slower  release  time  for 
trailers.  A  0.60-sec  maximum  release 
time  proposed  in  Notice  1  was  not  acted 
on  in  Notice  3  in  the  belief  that  it  ran 
counter  to  the  need  for  coordination  of 
braking  between  vehicles  in  combination, 
but  further  study  has  persuaded  this 
agency  that  a  slightly  slower  release  time 
for  trailers  is  not  detrimental  to  safe  op¬ 
eration  of  combination  vehicles.  S5.3.4 
has  been  amended  accordingly. 

General  Motors  and  the  Motor  Vehicle 
Manufacturers  Association  (MVMA) 
petitioned  for  deletion  of  the  12  lb/in’ 
minimum  pressure  requirement  for 
brakes  controlled  by  an  antilock  system. 
The  purpose  of  the  minimum  pressure 
is  to  eliminate  oversensitive  brakes  be¬ 
cause  of  the  difficulty  in  modulating 
them.  The  lower  value  was  established 
for  antilock-controlled  brakes  on  the 
assumption  that  a  functioning  antilock 
would  normally  compensate  for  oversen¬ 
sitivity.  A  residual  value  was  retained  in 
the  event  of  antilock  failure,  not  to  com¬ 
pensate  for  driver  surprise,  as  assumed 
by  the  MVMA,  but  rather  to  aid  the 
driver  in  his  efforts  to  carefully  modulate 
a  sensitive  brake.  The  NHTSA  has  seen 
no  evidence  to  support  the  assertions 
made  by  MVMA  that  this  requirement 
could  downgrade  stopping  performance. 
Except  for  General  Motors’  request  to 
clarify  antilock  “control”  in  this  section, 
the  petitions  to  amend"  S5.4.3  are  ac¬ 
cordingly  denied.  S5.4.3  is  modified  to 
substitute  “subject  to  the  control  of”  in 
place  of  “controlled”  to  make  clear  that 
the  antilock  need  not  be  activated. 

General  Motors  and  the  MVMA  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  test  condition  where  a  ve¬ 
hicle  “is  loaded  to  its  gross  vehicle  weight 
rating,  distributed  proportionately  to  its 
gross  axle  weight  ratings”,  arguing  that 
this  distribution  formula  could  lead  to 
overload  of  one  or  more  axles.  The  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors  illustration  indicates  a  mis¬ 
understanding  of  the  section’s  wording. 
The  phrase  “is  loaded  to  its  gross  vehi¬ 
cle  weight  rating”  describes  a  weight 
condition,  that  of  the  fully-loaded  vehi¬ 
cle,  and  the  provision  requires  that  this 
weight  be  distributed  in  proportion  to 
the  gross  axle  weight  ratings.  General 
Motors  and  the  MVMA  apparently  inter¬ 
preted  the  phrase  to  describe  only  that 
portion  of  the  gross  vehicle  weight  rating 
which  “is  loaded”  on  an  unloaded  truck 
to  bring  its  weight  up  to  GVWR.  The 
condition  states  that  what  Is  distributed 
proportionately  is  the  gross  vehicle 
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weight  rating  (i.e.  the  weight  of  the 
loaded  vehicle),  and  not  just  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  rating  that  constitutes  the 
“load.”  There  is  no  mathematical  pos¬ 
sibility  of  overloading  an  axle  under 
this  condition,  since  the  GVWR  must  be 
no  more  than  the  sum  of  the  GAWR’s. 

Ford  stated  with  respect  to  S6. 1.10.5 
that  “on  some  vehicles,  it  may  not  be 
possible  to  adjust  the  fifth  wheel  to  a 
position  in  which  the  tractor  can  be 
loaded  to  GVWR  without  exceeding  the 
GAWR  of  one  axle.”  It  may  be  that 
Ford’s  problem  arises  from  the  same 
misunderstanding  described  above  with 
respect  to  GM  and  MVMA.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent,  however,  that  the  Ford  petition 
implies  that  a  manufacturer  can  estab¬ 
lish  a  GVWR  for  a  truck  tractor  which 
can  not  be  attained  without  axle  over¬ 
load,  the  petition  is  based  on  a  miscon¬ 
ception  of  GVWR  and  is  therefore 
denied. 

Wagner  Electric  requested  that  the 
loadings  in  S6. 1.10.6  be  made  uniform 
with  S6.1.10.5  and  S6.1.10.7.  These  load¬ 
ings  are  not  intended  to  be  uniform, 
however,  because  the  first  condition 
specifies  loading  for  purposes  of  truck- 
tractor  testing,  while  the  latter  two  con¬ 
ditions  only  establish  test  equipment 
specifications  for  the  “control  trailer 
test  device”  which  is  used  in  testing  the 
truck-tractor.  56.1.10.6  and  S6. 1.10.7 
loadings  differ  so  that  the  service  brake 
and  emergency  brake  capabilities  of  the 
control  trailer  are  separately  designed  to 
place  greater  demands  on  the  truck  trac¬ 
tor's  service  braking  system  than  its 
emergency  braking  system.  The  calcula¬ 
tions  are  based  on  an  evaluation  of  the 
capacity  of  the  brakes  that  are  expected 
to  be  placed  on  production  trailers  in 
accordance  with  the  dynamometer  test 
requirements. 

For  the  benefit  of  manufacturers  who 
mistakenly  consider  these  test  conditions 
to  be  minimum  performance  require¬ 
ments,  it  should  be  emphasized  that  the 
S6.1.10.6  and  S6. 1.10.7  values  are  condi¬ 
tions,  i.e.,  characteristics  of  the  control 
trailer  test  device  which  must  be  dupli¬ 
cated  as  closely  as  possible  for  testing. 
As  with  any  other  test  device  character¬ 
istic,  to  the  degree  that  the  control 
trailer  can  not  produce  exactly  the  right 
stopping  distance,  the  certifying  manu¬ 
facturer  should  ascertain  conformity  of 
his  vehicles  under  slightly  more  adverse 
conditions  than  those  specified,  in  this 
case  by  slightly  reducing  the  trailer 
brakes’  capacity  (to  stop  in  the  speci¬ 
fied  distance). 

General  Motors  objected  that  the 
lighter  control  trailer  capacities  (18,000 
and  32,000  pounds  in  place  of  20,000  and 
40,000  pounds)  specified  in  the  amend¬ 
ment  would  lower  control  trailer  per¬ 
formance  and  thereby  increase  the  per¬ 
formance  required  of  truck  tractors.  The 
change  was  made  to  specify  commonly- 
used  trailers,  to  aid  manufacturers  in 
meeting  the  September  1,  1974,  effective 
date.  The  NHTSA  continues  to  consider 
the  increased  availability  of  test  devices 
to  be  more  significant  to  promulgation 
of  a  fully  satisfactory  final  rule  than  the 
small  quantitative  change  noted  by  Gen¬ 


eral  Motors,  and  their  petition  is  there¬ 
fore  denied. 

General  Motors  and  the  MVMA  re¬ 
quested  specification  of  test  load  density 
to  resolve  difficulties  in  establishment  of 
the  “worst  case”  center  of  gravity  height 
when  testing  trucks.  Specification  of  a 
test  load  density,  however,  is  unneces¬ 
sary.  The  manufacturer  of  a  truck  or 
incomplete  vehicle  should  establish  the 
limits  of  placement  of  the  load  center  of 
gravity  as  a  part  of  his  design  considera¬ 
tions,  to  be  specified  in  the  Part  568 
document  for  an  incomplete  vehicle  or 
in  his  instructions  to  users  in  the  case  of 
a  completed  one.  This  establishes  an  en¬ 
velope  within  which  the  vehicle  is  cer¬ 
tified  to  comply  with  Standard  121  under 
full  load.  Once  that  envelope  is  estab¬ 
lished,  the  appropriate  load  densities  to 
test  the  vehicle’s  conformity  can  be  de¬ 
rived  from  it. 

Several  petitions  were  received  with 
regard  to  brake  burnish  procedures.  The 
MVMA  and  Ford  requested  reinclusion 
of  language  found  in  the  proposal  that 
specified  an  acceleration  procedure  for 
vehicles  unable  to  reach  the  specified 
speed  in  one  mile.  General  Motors  sub¬ 
mitted  minor  changes  of  an  editorial 
nature  and  new  language  to  specify  an 
increased  deceleration  rate  for  vehicles 
unable  to  reach  the  specified  speed  in 
one  mile.  The  NHTSA  has  concluded 
that  language  which  appeared  in  the 
proposal  and  reflects  current  SAE  pro¬ 
cedure  should  be  adopted.  The  General 
Motors  increased  deceleration  method 
represents  a  new  procedure  which  has 
not  been  evaluated  by  the  NHTSA  or 
proposed  in  any  previous  rulemaking. 
The  suggestion  of  50  snubs  before  allow¬ 
ing  a  cooling  period  is  also  a  new  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors  proposal  which  the  NHTSA 
has  not  had  the  opportunity  to  evaluate. 
With  the  exception  of  one  recommenda¬ 
tion,  General  Motors’  editorial  sugges¬ 
tions  are  adopted  to  be  consistent  with 
the  titles  in  Table  IV.  The  word  “maxi¬ 
mum”  was  deleted  from  S6. 1.8.1  at  the 
request  of  several  manufacturers  be¬ 
cause  it  was  inappropriate  to  the  speci¬ 
fication  of  temperature  range. 

Ford  requested  the  addition  of  a  bur¬ 
nish  procedure  for  parking  brakes  which 
do  not  utilize  the  service  brake  compo¬ 
nents.  Language  has  been  added  to  spec¬ 
ify  a  burnish  procedure  for  these  brakes 
in  accordance  with  the  manufacturer’s 
recommendations. 

Two  other  issues  were  raised  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  road  test  conditions.  To 
answer  Wagner  Electric's  petition  for 
clarification  of  S6. 1.10.7,  the  “valve  con¬ 
trolling  the  trailer  brakes”  may  or  may 
not  be  part  of  the  normal  commercial 
system  of  the  tractor  depending  on 
whether  or  not  the  normal  system  can 
provide  the  timing  specified.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  standardizing  timing  specifica¬ 
tions  is  simply  to  remove  the  tractor’s 
performance  as  a  factor  in  the  test 
trailer  brake  evaluation.  When  the 
trailer  is  used  in  tests  of  a  tractor  pur¬ 
suant  to  S5.3.1,  it  will,  of  course,  be 
connected  to  the  tractor’s  normal  con¬ 
trol  system. 

General  Motors  questioned  the  safety 


benefit  of  wheel  lockup  requirements  for 
lif  table  axles  on  buses  equipped  with  two 
non-steerable  axles  if  other  axles  than 
the  lif  table  axle  can  themselves  meet  the 
stopping  distance  requirements.  The 
agency  considers  the  controlled  perform¬ 
ance  of  the  liftable  axle  to  be  of  con¬ 
siderable  benefit  for  added  stability  un¬ 
der  braking  conditions  other  than 
straight  ahead  braking  required  by  the 
standard,  and  on  this  basis  it  denies  the 
GM  petition. 

In  other  areas  of  the  standard.  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors  petitioned  for  longer  emer¬ 
gency  stopping  distances  for  all  vehicles, 
reasoning  that  an  exception  to  the  values 
for  truck-tractors  in  an  unloaded  condi¬ 
tion  (based  on  rarity  of  operation)  could 
be  as  easily  justified  for  the  rare  emer¬ 
gency  stop  situation  of  any  vehicle.  The 
rationale  ignores  the  fact  that  the  emer¬ 
gency  values  were  established  in  the  first 
place  with  the  rarity  of  such  occurrences 
in  mind,  and  that  the  exception  is  pos¬ 
ited  on  the  combined  rarity  of  unladen 
truck-tractor  operation  involved  in  an 
emergency  situation.  The  problem  of 
testing  chassis-cabs  can  be  met  by  speci- 
flying  conformity  to  S5.7.2.3  with  a  speci¬ 
fied  weight  on  the  rear  axle  representing 
the  vehicle  body  weight.  General  Motors’ 
petition  to  apply  column  4  values  to  all 
vehicle  emergency  stopping  distance  re¬ 
quirements  is  therefore  denied. 

Wagner  Electric  petitioned  to  modify 
the  wording  of  S5.8  concerning  emer¬ 
gency  application  of  trailer  converter 
dolly  service  brakes  so  that  the  wording 
would  be  identical  to  Bureau  of  Motor 
Carrier  Safety  regulations  (49  CFR 
393.43V  Wagner’s  proposed  wording, 
however,  applies  to  towing  vehicle  per¬ 
formance,  w’here  the  triggering  signal  is 
a  low.  fixed  air  pressure,  and  the  wording 
would  not  be  appropriate  for  trailer  per¬ 
formance,  w'here  the  triggering  signal  is  a 
venting  of  the  supply  line  to  the  atmos¬ 
phere.  The  S5.8  language  is  actually  com¬ 
patible  with  §  393.43(b),  in  that  BMCS 
calls  for  towing  vehicles  to  have  an  auto¬ 
matic  means  of  activating  the  emergency 
features  of  the  trailer  air  brakes,  and 
S5.8  calls  for  compatible  automatic  fea¬ 
tures  on  the  trailers.  Wagner’s  petition 
is  therefore  denied. 

General  Motors  asked  whether  the  S5.4 
requirement  that  brake  assemblies  meet 
tests  in  sequence  actually  exempts  some 
brakes  from  all  three  tests  if  they  are 
elsewhere  exempted  from  the  first.  Para¬ 
graph  S5.4  does  not  exempt  any  brake 
assemblies  from  any  requirement.  The 
brakes  on  a  vehicle  which  does  not  have 
to  comply  with  S5.4.1  must  comply  with 
S5.4.2  and  S5.4.3. 

Several  comments  requested  correction 
of  the  omission  of  the  words  “in  the  serv¬ 
ice  brake  system”  from  S5.7.2.3  as  pub¬ 
lished  in  Notice  3.  The  omission  was  in¬ 
advertent  and  has  been  corrected. 

General  Motors  requested  an  indica¬ 
tion  that  stopping  sequence  steps  2  and 
3  in  Table  I  apply  only  to  truck-tractors. 
The  steps  have  been  changed  to  indicate 
that  these  steps  apply  only  to  truck  - 
tractor  testing  by  means  of  a  con¬ 
trol  trailer.  As  for  the  objection  that 
S6. 1.10.7  implies  the  emergency  system  1 
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of  a  truck-tractor  must  control  the 
trailer  spring  brakes,  S6. 1.10.7  has  been 
clarified  by  the  addition  of  a  qualifying 
phrase.  S6.1.10.6  and  S6. 1.10.7  have  been 
further  clarified  by  adding  headings  to 
indicate  that  they  are  test  equipment 
specifications. 

In  a  separate  submission  to  Docket 
73-13,  Wagner  Electric  requested  clarifi¬ 
cation  of  the  trailer  test  rig  timing  issue, 
which  had  been  reserved  in  Notice  3  as  a 
candidate  for  adoption  at  some  later 
date.  Midland-Ross  also  raised  the  issue 
with  regard  to  a  requested  modification 
of  Figure  1.  The  petitions  pointed  out 
that  an  NHTSA  test  showing  a  failure 
would  be  inconclusive  if  it  were  compared 
to  manufacturer  testing  conducted  on  a 
faster  rig,  and  showing  conformity.  The 
remedy  is  to  specify  “legal  baseline” 
actuation  and  release  times,  so  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  will  know  the  precise  condi¬ 
tions  under  which  his  equipment  must 
meet  the  requirements,  and  both  govern¬ 
ment  and  industry  testing  can  be  con¬ 
ducted  so  as  to  produce  conclusive  re¬ 
sults.  The  NHTSA  therefore  establishes 
the  actuation  and  release  values  pro¬ 
posed  in  Notice  1  with  minor  modifica¬ 
tion.  They  will  not  become  effective  until 
September  1,  1975,  to  maintain  the  va¬ 
lidity  of  testing  already  conducted.  The 
values  are  set  at  two-significant-figure 
accuracy  in  agreement  with  Wagner  that 
the  values  should  match  the  actual 
trailer  performance  values.  Because  the 
actuation  time  is  lowered  to  0.06  second, 
the  NHTSA  may  find  it  necessary  to  im¬ 
prove  its  tests  rig’s  speed  by  removing 
the  tractor  protection  valve.  Therefore, 
the  valve  has  been  made  optional.  The 
performance  of  the  test  device  had  been 
modified  from  the  original  proposal  so 
that  initiating  signal  points  are  the  same 
as  for  the  actual  performance  tests,  and 
so  that  initial  release  pressure  agrees 
with  the  95-psi  requirement  of  the  per¬ 
formance  tests. 

Other  issues  raised  by  Wagner  and 
Midland-Ross  in  petitions  to  Notice  3 
will  be  answered  in  a  later  notice. 

March  1,  1974  Proposals 

The  NHTSA  proposed  modification  of 
the  standard’s  effective  date,  brake  actu¬ 
ation  times,  and  road  and  dynamometer 
tests  as  they  apply  to  the  service  brake 
system  and  emergency  stopping  per¬ 
formance  of  all  vehicles  subject  to  the 
standard  except  trailers  (39  FR  7966, 
March  1,  1974).  The  proposals  would 
have  affected  vehicle  types  separately 
to  reflect  the  particular  problems  faced 
by  fire  fighting  vehicles,  “special  per¬ 
mit”  vehicles,  on/off-highway  vehicles, 
and  standard  highway  trucks  and  buses. 
Manufacturer  concern  centered  on  the 
availability  of  components  to  meet  the 
standard  by  September  1,  1974,  and  the 
reliability  of  the  antilock  systems  which 
will  be  utilized  by  most  manufacturers 
to  meet  the  requirements.  Having  care¬ 
fully  considered  the  comments  submitted 
in  response  to  this  proposal,  the  NHTSA 
hereby  delays  the  standard’s  effective 
date  for  trucks  and  buses  to  March  1, 


1975,  and  establishes  Interim  require¬ 
ments  for  particular  categories  of  vehi¬ 
cles  essentially  as  they  were  proposed. 

The  limited  delay  of  effective  date  does 
not  satisfy  the  requests  of  Ford  and 
General  Motors,  who  argued  for  a  com¬ 
plete  delay  of  the  standard  for  one  year, 
followed  by  limited  implementation  of 
the  standard.  Other  comments,  includ¬ 
ing  those  of  Chrysler  and  Rockwell  In¬ 
ternational,  asked  for  significant  delays 
of  one  year  or  more  based  primarily  on 
component  shortages  which  will  be  dis¬ 
cussed  separately  with  regard  to  the 
specific  problems  of  separate  vehicle 
types. 

Ford  argued  that  the  stopping  dis¬ 
tance  requirements  mandated  high-tor¬ 
que  front  brakes  that  could  degrade  sus¬ 
pension  and  steering  characteristics  of 
some  vehicles  to  an  unsafe  level.  Their 
submission  to  the  docket  and  materials 
submitted  in  conjunction  with  a  pres¬ 
entation  to  the  NHTSA  on  March  28, 
1974,  included  evidence  of  erratic  han¬ 
dling  and  suspension  distortion  in  high- 
and  low-speed  spike  stops  on  the  prov¬ 
ing  ground  by  short  wheelbase  trucks. 
The  American  Trucking  Association 
joined  Ford  in  questioning  vehicle  han¬ 
dling  under  the  standard's  requirements. 

Review  of  the  Ford  submission  indi¬ 
cates  that  unmanageable  suspension 
problems  of  this  nature  are  generally 
encountered  in  short-wheelbase  trucks 
with  suspensions  that  have  not  been 
adequately  modified  for  Standard  121 
brakes.  Other  manufacturers  have  in¬ 
dicated  in  some  cases  that  their  solution 
to  such  severe  instability  has  been  a 
major  redesign  of  the  front  axle  and  sus¬ 
pension  system,  or  a  decision  to  with¬ 
draw  vehicles  with  especially  short 
wheelbases  from  their  product  line.  The 
NHTSA  concludes  that  sufficient  lead- 
time  has  been  made  available  to  all 
manufacturers  to  correct  the  steering 
and  suspension  problems  of  reason¬ 
ably-designed  short-wheelbase  vehicles, 
and  that  vehicles  with  wheelbases  that 
are  so  short,  and  centers  of  gravity  that 
are  so  high,  that  they  cannot  stop  safely 
in  the  stopping  distances  specified  should 
not  be  on  the  highway. 

General  Motors  and  other  truck  man¬ 
ufacturers  argued  for  delay  of  the  stand¬ 
ard’s  effective  date  for  one  year  to  per¬ 
mit  additional  field  testing  of  the  relia¬ 
bility  of  current  antilock  devices.  The 
likely  effect  of  such  a  delay,  however, 
would  be  further  delay  in  the  availability 
of  production  antilock  components.  One 
air  brake  equipment  supplier  believes 
“continued  development  will  eventually 
improve  their  [antilock  systems]  over¬ 
all  performance  but  most  of  these 
changes  for  refinement  in  electronics, 
improved  pneumatic/electronic  response, 
durability,  sensor  standardization  and 
design  standards  require  the  normal 
evolution  of  field  experience  under  real 
life  conditions,  using  mass  produced 
parts  for  a  genuine  field  history.” 

The  reliability  of  antilock  systems  can 
presently  be  judged  on  the  basis  of  the 
performance  of  systems  that  are  already 


in  fleet  test  programs  (and  to  a  lesser 
extent  by  evaluation  of  antilock  systems 
used  for  many  years  in  passenger  cars) . 
One  truck  manufacturer  has  reported 
average  miles  between  failures  on  fleet 
testing  to  be  89,000  miles  (176,000  miles 
in  operations  within  the  continental 
United  States) .  A  manufacturer  of  anti¬ 
lock  equipment  reported  in  February 
1974  that  over  8,000  of  its  air  brake  skid 
control  systems  are  in  field  use,  with 
excellent  reliability  experienced.  Neither 
this  manufacturer  nor  any  other  has  re¬ 
ported  any  highway  accident  which  was 
attributed  to  a  malfunction  of  the  anti¬ 
lock  system. 

General  Motors  included  in  its  list  of 
antilock  failures  incorrect  test  proce¬ 
dures,  missing  fuses,  and  warning  light 
malfunctions.  While  these  are  not  in¬ 
significant  concerns,  they  are  an  indi¬ 
cation  that  unfamiliarity  with  the  new 
system  accounts  for  some  of  the  mal¬ 
functions  experienced  in  test  programs. 
In  addition,  other  malfunctions  reported 
by  General  Motors  are  believed  to  be  the 
result  of  systems  being  “added  on”  in¬ 
stead  of  being  designed  into  the  vehicles. 

General  Motors  and  Ford  reported  ac¬ 
cidents  in  their  proving  ground  tests, 
which  they  believe  illustrate  what  might 
happen  if  an  antilock  system  malfunc¬ 
tions  in  service.  The  NHTSA  has  stud¬ 
ied  the  accident  information  which  was 
submitted  and  has  concluded  that  these 
accidents  occurred  as  a  result  of  rear 
wheel  lockup  during  panic-type,  full 
brake  application  and  would  also  have 
occurred  if  the  vehicles  were  not 
equipped  with  antilock  systems.  The 
NHTSA  concludes  that  the  reliability  of 
antilock  systems  is  such  that  their  intro¬ 
duction  will  contribute  to  motor  vehicle 
safety. 

Both  the  Ford  and  General  Motors 
recommendations,  as  well  as  the  other 
petitions  which  requested  delays  sub¬ 
stantially  greater  than  those  proposed 
by  the  NHTSA,  are  excessively  broad  in 
that  they  would  postpone  all  the  safety 
benefits  of  the  standard,  because  of  spe¬ 
cific  problems  in  limited  areas.  The 
NHTSA  proposal,  by  comparison,  pro¬ 
poses  only  those  modifications  which  are 
essential  to  implement  the  standard  as 
rapidly  and  fully  as  possible. 

Because  there  was  only  a  short  inter¬ 
val  between  the  latest  proposal  and  the 
effective  date  of  the  standard  in  which  to 
implement  any  modification  of  the 
standard,  the  proposal  included  a  blan¬ 
ket  4-month  delay  of  the  standard’s 
effective  date  for  all  affected  vehicles. 
International  Harvester,  the  largest 
manufacturer  or  air-braked  vehicles  that 
commented  on  the  proposal,  indicated 
agreement  with  the  4-month  delay  and 
stated  their  intention  to  build  vehicles 
which  comply  with  the  standard  after 
that  date.  General  Motors  noted  the  pos¬ 
sibility  that  axles  and  the  larger  founda¬ 
tion  brakes  necessary  to  meet  the  stand¬ 
ard  would  be  available.  The  major 
supplier  of  axles  to  the  truck  and  bus  in¬ 
dustry  has  estimated  that,  with  no  mar¬ 
gin  for  error,  some  axles  could  be  ready 
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for  January  1,  1975.  The  NHTSA  has 
evaluated  the  current  Industrial  shortage 
and  leadtime  problems  precipitated  by 
factors  beyond  manufacturer  control  and 
has  concluded  that  a  March  1,  1975,  ef¬ 
fective  date  as  it  applies  to  powered  vehi¬ 
cles  is  necessary  to  allow  the  orderly 
implementation  of  Standard  No.  121. 
The  NHTSA  cannot  agree  with  Blue 
Bird  Body  Company  that  smaller  manu¬ 
facturers  should  automatically  be 
granted  a  year  to  meet  the  standard  fol¬ 
lowing  the  availability  of  production 
components  for  Standard  No.  121. 

The  NHTSA  has  also  determined  that 
the  proposed  requirement  that  the  test 
reservoir  pressure  reach  60  psi  in  0.25 
sec  cannot  be  implemented  prior  to  this 
effective  date,  and  the  proposal  Is  there¬ 
fore  withdrawn.  The  modification  of 
systems  to  achieve  this  requirement 
could  negate  the  compliance  test  data 
which  has  been  accumulated  by  many 
manufacturers. 

Most  comments  which  requested  a 
longer  delay  of  the  effective  date  or  more 
specific  relief  were  addressed  to  the  prob¬ 
lems  at  specific  vehicle  types.  There 
were  no  specific  comments,  however,  on 
the  proposed  1-year  delay  In  the  applica¬ 
bility  of  the  standard  to  fire  fighting 
vehicles.  Accordingly,  the  standard  is 
amended  to  apply  to  fire  fighting 
vehicles  only  after  September  1,  1975. 

The  comments  on  “special  permit”  ve¬ 
hicles  (defined  In  the  proposal  having  a 
108-inch  overall  width  or  a  24,000-pound 
gross  axle  weight  rating  (GAWR> )  cen¬ 
tered  on  the  inadequacy  of  the  definition 
when  applied  to  “heavy  hauler”  trailers. 
Trailers  are  dealt  with  in  a  separate 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  published 
tn  today’s  Federal  Register.  The  few 
comments  addressed  to  “special  permit” 
trucks  favored  the  September  1,  1976, 
effective  date,  but  suggested  more  time 
might  be  necessary  to  acquire  the  neces¬ 
sary  components  because  of  their  low 
priority  in  suppliers’  engineering  pro¬ 
grams.  At  this  time  the  NHTSA  amends 
the  standard  to  grant  these  vehicles  a 
September  1,  1976,  effective  date.  Any 
supply  problems  beyond  that  will  be 
considered  at  a  later  time  as  they  arise. 

On/off-highway  vehicles.  Comments 
on  the  proposal  to  substitute  dynamome¬ 
ter  requirements  for  stopping  distance 
requirements  until  September  1,  1975, 
for  trucks  that  have  a  front  steerable 
axle  with  a  GAWR  of  16,000  pounds  or 
more,  or  a  front  steerable  drive  axle, 
fell  into  two  groups.  Comments  either 
argued  that  the  delay  was  insufficient, 
particularly  with  regard  to  front  steer¬ 
able  drive  axles,  or  they  objected  to 
particular  aspects  of  the  relaxed  interim 
requirements. 

The  NHTSA  has  decided  to  maintain 
the  September  1,  1975,  date  for  the  full 
stopping  distance  requirements.  An  eval¬ 
uation  of  all  available  information  in 
this  area  Indicate  that  air  brake  com¬ 
ponents  will  be  available  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quired  level  of  performance  for  vehicles 
in  this  category. 

Manufacturers  raised  objections  to  the 
proposed  interim  requirements  as  they 
were  expressed  in  S5.3.1.2  and  S5.7.2.3.1. 


Wagner  Electric,  General  Motors,  White, 
and  Diamond  Reo  requested  clarification 
that  the  S5.3.1.2  requirement  would  ap¬ 
ply  to  “straight”  trucks  as  well  as  towing 
vehicles.  The  language  of  S5.3.1.2  makes 
clear  that  any  trucks  in  the  described 
category  need  not  meet  certain  stopping 
distance  requirements  if  their  brakes 
conform  to  the  formula  in  S5.4.1. 

Wagner,  Mack,  and  Abex  questioned 
the  proposed  requirement  that  the  dy¬ 
namometer  values  be  applied  to  each 
axle  system  separately,  instead  of  being 
summed  for  the  entire  vehicle  braking 
system.  The  axle-by-axle  dynamometer 
approach  was  specifically  included  in  the 
proposal  to  ensure  that  brakes  would 
be  provided  on  the  front  axle  and  not  to 
minimize  braking  on  the  rear  axle. 
Therefore  this  section  is  modified  to  re¬ 
quire  a  certain  level  of  performance  for 
the  front  axle  and  a  sum  total  of  per¬ 
formance  overall.  If  a  specific  value 
were  not  required  for  the  front  axle, 
manufacturers  would  be  tempted  to 
make  minor  modifications  of  present 
front  axle  systems  and  thereby  avoid  the 
opportunity  to  gain  experience  with  the 
newer,  stronger  foundation  brakes  and 
axles. 

The  language  “the  brakes  on  each 
wheel”  in  S5.3.1.2  confused  Abex  with 
regard  to  the  dynamometer  test  require¬ 
ments.  To  clarify  the  requirement  while 
in  no  uTay  changing  it,  the  wording  is 
amended  to  “its  brakes.” 

In  answer  to  Wagner’s  request  for  a 
definition  of  “axle  system,”  the  term  Is 
used  in  the  same  sense  as  it  is  used  in 
the  definition  of  GAWR  found  at  49  CFR 
571.3.  “Axle  system"  is  used  instead  of 
“axle”  to  avoid  confusion  in  situations 
where  a  suspension  system  does  not  em¬ 
ploy  an  axle.  The  term  has  not  created 
difficulty  in  the  GAWR  definition. 

The  S5.7.3.2.1  requirement  for  dyna¬ 
mometer  testing  in  place  of  emergency 
stopping  performance  testing  parallels 
the  S5.3.1.2  requirement.  General  Motors 
has  pointed  out,  however,  that  dyna¬ 
mometer  testing  of  spring  brakes  often 
found  in  emergency  brake  systems  is  im¬ 
practicable.  Wagner  also  points  out  that 
the  requirement  can  be  viewed  as  re¬ 
dundant  in  view  of  S5.3.1.2.  In  view  of 
these  objections,  the  NHTSA  concludes 
that  retention  of  the  emergency  stopping 
requirement  (except  for  the  stopping 
distance)  would  be  preferable  to  a  dyna¬ 
mometer  requirement.  For  the  interim 
period,  therefore,  the  vehicle  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  come  to  a  stop  within  the  12 
foot  lane  using  its  emergency  braking 
system. 

Highway  trucks  and  buses.  For  pow¬ 
ered  vehicles  that  do  not  fall  in  the 
categories  treated  above,  the  proposal 
would  have  lengthened  stopping  distance 
requirements  5  percent  to  compensate 
for  the  variations  expected  in  early  pro¬ 
duction  components  that  affect  stopping 
performance.  Most  manufacturers  ar¬ 
gued  that  the  5  percent  longer  distances 
would  be  required  for  the  indefinite  fu¬ 
ture,  because  production  variations 
would  continue  to  affect  performance 
significantly.  The  NHTSA  established 
the  stopping  distances  on  the  basis  of  the 


ability  of  available  equipment,  and1  ex¬ 
pects  that  experience  in  the  production 
of  these  components  will  lead  to  predict¬ 
able  quality  and  the  assurance  that  a  ve¬ 
hicle  will  in  fact  perform  as  well  as  it  is 
designed  to. 

White  Motor  Company  suggested  a 
clarification  of  S5.3.1.3  and  S5.7.2.3.2  to 
make  clear  that  the  test  procedures  for 
the  proposed  Table  V  stops  are  identical 
to  those  in  S5.3.1  for  the  Table  III  stops. 
The  change  has  been  made  without  in 
any  way  changing  the  requirements. 

Other  issues.  Two  proposals  which 
affected  most  trucks  and  buses  were  the 
brake  actuation  time  of  0.35  sec  and  the 
option  of  a  manual  pressure  reduction 
valve  to  limit  air  pressure  to  the  front 
axle.  Nearly  all  manufacturers  supported 
the  0.35-sec  actuation  time  for  trucks 
and  buses  and  requested  that  it  also  be 
extended  to  trailers.  The  NHTSA  amends 
the  standard  as  proposed  for  truck  and 
bus  brake  actuation.  Trailer  brake  actua¬ 
tion  requirements  will  not  be  changed, 
however,  in  light  of  the  imminence  of  the 
effective  date  and  the  consequent  need 
for  stability  in  the  standard. 

The  manual  pressure  reduction  valve 
proposal  was  not  supported  as  expected. 
Even  Ford  and  General  Motors,  who 
questioned  the  safety  of  high-torque 
front  brakes,  did  not  agree  that  the  valve 
would  have  a  positive  safety  benefit.  In 
view  of  the  sharp  disagreement  in  the 
comments  over  the  usefulness  of  the 
valve  in  the  hands  of  different  drivers, 
the  proposal  is  withdrawn. 

In  the  course  of  their  comments  on  the 
proposal,  several  manufacturers  and 
suppliers  indicated  uneasiness  about  the 
policy  of  the  NHTSA  with  regard  to  iso¬ 
lated  failures  of  components  that  have 
been  certified  as  complying  with  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  121.  Some  comments  expressed 
a  belief  that  the  NHTSA  was  adopting  or 
announcing  a  new  policy  regarding  com¬ 
pliance,  with  reference  to  a  panel  discus¬ 
sion  at  the  February  25,  1974,  meeting  of 
the  SAE  in  Detroit.  The  remarks  in  ques¬ 
tion,  by  an  NHTSA  Assistant  Chief 
Counsel,  were  to  the  effect  that  the 
agency  expects  that  each  manufacturer 
will  design  his  vehicles  and  his  test  pro¬ 
gram  so  as  to  constitute  due  care  that 
each  of  his  vehicles  complies  with  the 
standard.  That  is  not  a  new  policy,  how¬ 
ever,  but  merely  a  statement  of  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  National  Traffic  and 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act,  which  has 
been  followed  continuously  by  this 
agency.  The  NHTSA  has  avoided  a  rigid 
position  that  each  failure  necessarily 
constitutes  a  violation  of  the  Act,  just  as 
it  has  the  position  that  some  percentage 
of  failures  is  automatically  “allowable.” 
What  constitutes  due  care  in  a  particular 
case  depends  on  all  relevant  facts,  in¬ 
cluding  such  things  as  the  time  to  elapse 
before  a  new  effective  date,  the  availa¬ 
bility  of  test  equipment,  the  limitations 
of  current  technology,  and  above  all  the 
diligence  evidenced  by  the  manufacturer. 

All  interested  persons  should  note  that, 
although  a  proposal  was  necessary  with 
regard  to  changes  for  trailer  manufac¬ 
ture,  the  NHTSA  does  not  intend  to  make 
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any  other  amendments  of  Standard  121 
before  its  effective  date. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Standard  No.  121  (49  CFR  571.121)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  S3  is  amended  to  read: 

S3.  Application.  This  standard  applies 
to  trucks,  buses,  and  trailers  equipped 
with  air  brake  systems.  However,  it  does 
not  apply  to  a  fire  fighting  vehicle  manu¬ 
factured  before  September  1,  1975,  or  to 
any  vehicle  manufactured  before  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1976,  that  has  an  overall  width 
of  108  inches  or  more  or  that  has  a  gross 
axle  weight  rating  for  any  axle  of  24,000 
pounds  or  more. 

2.  S5.3.1  is  amended  by  the  addition  of 
“Except  as  provided  in  S5.3.1.2  and 
S5.3.1.3,”  at  the  beginning  of  the  first 
sentence. 

3.  A  new  S5.3.1.2  is  added  to  read: 

55.3.1.2  When  stopped  in  accordance 
with  S5.3.1  with  its  brakes  fully  applied, 
a  truck  manufactured  before  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1975,  that  has  a  front  steerable 
axle  with  a  GAWR  of  16,000  pounds  or 
more,  or  a  front  steerable  drive  axle, 
need  not  meet  the  requirement  that  it 
stop  in  the  distances  specified  in  Table 
n  for  stops  on  a  surface  with  a  skid  num¬ 
ber  of  75  if  its  brakes  conform  to  the  re¬ 
tardation  formula  and  values  of  S5.4.1 
applied  to  the  vehicle  as  a  whole  and  to 
the  front  axle  system  separately.  These 
vehicles  must  nevertheless  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  staying  within  the  12-foot 
lane  and  those  relating  to  wheel  lock-up. 

4.  A  new  S5.3.1.3  is  added  to  read: 

85.3.1.3  When  stopped  in  accordance 
with  S5.3.1,  a  truck  or  bus  manufactured 
before  September  1,  1975,  other  than  a 
truck  described  in  S5.3.1.2,  shall  stop  at 
least  once  for  each  speed  and  weight 
condition  in  not  more  than  the  distance 
specified  in  Table  V,  on  a  surface  with  a 
skid  number  of  75,  instead  of  meeting  the 
stopping  distances  specified  in  Table  II 
for  stops  on  a  surface  with  a  skid  num¬ 
ber  of  75. 

5.  A  new  Table  V  is  added  following 

S5.3.1.3  to  read: 


Table  V. — Stopping  distance  in  fed.  skid  A’o.  76  surface 
< until  September  1,  W76) 


Vehicle  speed  in 
miles  per  hour 

Service  brake 
slopping  dis¬ 
tance  in  feet 
column  1 

Emergency 
brake  stopping 
distance  in  feet 
column  2 

30 . 

35 

85 

26 .  . 

52 

131 

30 . . . 

72 

186 

35 . . 

95 

250 

40 . . . 

121 

325 

45 . . 

151 

409 

60.... _ _ 

183 

504 

65.... . . 

210 

608 

60 . . . . 

258 

720 

6.  S5.3.3  is  amended  to  read: 

S5.3.3  Brake  actuation  time.  With  an 
initial  service  reservoir  system  air  pres¬ 
sure  of  100  psi,  the  air  pressure  in  each 
brake  chamber  shall,  in  the  case  of  trucks 
and  buses,  reach  60  psi  in  not  more  than 
0.35  seconds  measured  from  the  first 
movement  of  the  service  brake  control, 
and,  in  the  case  of  trailers,  reach  60  psi 
in  not  more  than  0.25  seconds  measured 


from  the  first  movement  of  the  service 
brake  control.  A  vehicle  designed  to  tow 
a  vehicle  equipped  with  air  brakes  shall 
be  capable  of  meeting  the  above  actua¬ 
tion  time  requirement  with  a  50-cubic- 
inch  test  reservoir  connected  to  the  con¬ 
trol  line  coupling.  A  trailer  shall  meet 
the  above  actuation  time  requirement 
with  its  brake  system  connected  to  the 
test  rig  shown  in  Figure  1. 

7.  The  first  sentence  of  S5.3.4  is 
amended  to  read: 

S5.3.4  Brake  release  time.  With  an 
initial  brake  chamber  air  pressure  of  95 
psi,  the  air  pressure  in  each  brake  cham¬ 
ber  shall,  in  the  case  of  trucks  and  buses, 
fall  to  5  psi  in  not  more  than  0.50  seconds 
measured  from  the  first  movement  of  the 
service  brake  control,  and,  in  the  case  of 
trailers,  fall  to  5  psi  in  not  more  than 
0.60  seconds  measured  from  the  first 
movement  of  the  service  brake  control. 

8.  The  first  sentence  of  S5.4.1  is 
amended  by  the  deletion  of  “to  tow  or”. 

9.  The  last  sentence  of  S5.4.3  is 
amended  to  read: 

The  service  line  air  pressure  needed 
to  attain  a  rate  of  12  ft/s/s  shall  be  not 
more  than  75  lb/in2,  and  not  less  than 
20  lb/in*  for  a  brake  not  subject  to  the 
control  of  an  antilock  system,  or  12  lb/in2 
for  brake  subject  to  the  control  of  an 
antilock  system. 

10.  S5.7.2.3  is  amended  to  read: 

S5.7.2.3  Emergency  braking  stopping 

distance.  Except  as  specified  in  S5.7.2.3.1 
and  S5. 7. 2.3.2,  when  stopped  six  times 
for  each  combination  of  weight  and 
speed  specified  in  S5.3.1.1  on  a  road  sin- 
face  with  a  skid  number  of  75,  with  a 
single  failure  in  the  service  brake  system 
of  a  part  designed  to  contain  compressed 
air  or  brake  fluid  (except  failure  of  a 
common  valve,  manifold,  brake  fluid 
housing,  or  biake  chamber  housing),  the 
vehicle  shall  stop  at  least  once  in  not 
more  than  the  distance  specified  in  col¬ 
umn  3  of  Table  n,  measured  from  the 
point  at  which  movement  of  the  brake 
control  begins,  without  any  part  of  the 
vehicle  leaving  the  roadway,  except  that 
a  truck-tractor  tested  at  its  unloaded 
vehicle  weight  plus  500  pounds  shall  stop 
at  least  once  in  not  more  than  the  dis¬ 
tance  specified  in  Column  4  of  Table  II. 

11.  A  new  S5. 7. 2.3.1  is  added  to  read: 

55.7.2.3.1  A  truck  manufactured  be¬ 
fore  September  1,  1975,  that  has  a 
front  steerable  axle  with  a  GAWR  of 
16,000  pounds  or  more,  or  a  front  steer¬ 
able  drive  axle,  must  stop  in  accordance 
with  S5. 7.2.3  without  any  part  of  the 
vehicle  leaving  the  roadway,  but  need 
not  stop  in  the  distances  specified. 

12.  A  new  S5.7.2.3.2  is  added  to  read: 

55.7.2.3.2  When  stopped  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  S5. 7.2.3,  a  truck  or  bus  manu¬ 
factured  before  September  1,  1975,  other 
than  a  truck  described  in  S5.7.2.3.1, 
shall  stop  at  least  once  for  each  speed 
and  weight  condition  on  a  surface  with 
a  skid  number  of  75  in  not  more  than  the 
distance  specified  in  Table  V  instead  of 
meeting  the  stopping  distances  specified 
in  Table  n  for  stops  on  a  surface  with  a 
skid  number  of  75. 


13.  S6.1.8  is  amended  by  the  addition 
of  a  new  sentence  at  the  end  of  the  text, 
to  read: 

However,  for  vehicles  with  parking 
brake  systems  not  utilizing  the  service 
brake  friction  elements,  burnish  the 
friction  elements  of  such  systems  prior  to 
the  parking  brake  test  according  to  the 
manufacturer’s  recommendations. 

14.  S.6. 1.8.1  is  amended  to  read: 

S6. 1.8.1  With  the  transmission  in  the 
highest  gear  appropriate  for  the  series 
given  in  Table  IV  make  500  brake  appli¬ 
cations  at  a  deceleration  rate  of  10  ft/ 
s/s,  or  at  the  vehicle’s  maximum  decel¬ 
eration  rate,  if  less  than  10  ft/s/s,  in 
the  sequence  specified  in  Table  IV.  After 
each  brake  application,  accelerate  to  the 
speed  specified  and  maintain  that  speed 
until  making  the  next  brake  application 
at  a  point  1  mile  from  the  initial  point 
of  the  previous  brake  application.  If  a 
vehicle  cannot  attain  the  specified  speed 
in  1  mile,  continue  to  accelerate  until  the 
specified  speed  is  reached  or  until  the 
vehicle  has  traveled  1.5  miles  from  the 
initial  point  of  the  previous  brake  appli¬ 
cation.  If  during  any  of  the  brake  appli¬ 
cations  specified  in  Table  IV,  the  hottest 
brake  reaches  500°F,  make  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  500  applications  from 
that  snub  condition  except  that  a  higher 
or  lower  snub  condition  shall  be  used 
as  necessary  to  maintain  a  temperature 
of  500°F.±50°F.  After  burnishing,  adi"«t 
the  brakes  as  recommended  by  the 
vehicle  manufacturer. 

15.  S6. 1.10.6  is  amended  by  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  “Test  equipment  specification ” 
before  the  first  sentence  of  the  text. 

16.  S6. 1.10.7  is  amended  by  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  “ Test  equipment  specification" 
before  the  first  sentence  of  the  text,  and 
the  last  sentence  is  amended  to  read: 

In  the  case  of  control  trailers  that 
utilize  parking  brakes  for  emergency 
stopping  capability,  the  pressure  in  the 
trailer’s  spring  parking  brake  chambers 
falls  from  95  lb/in*  to  5  lb/in2  in  not  less  . 
than  0.50  second  and  not  more  than 
0.60  second,  measured  from  the  instant 
at  which  movement  of  the  valve  con¬ 
trolling  the  trailer’s  spring  parking 
brakes  begins. 

17.  A  new  S6.1.13  is  added  to  read: 

After  September  1,  1975,  the  trailer 

test  rig  shown  in  Figure  1  is  capable  of 
increasing  the  pressure  in  a  50  cubic 
inch  reservoir  from  atmospheric  to  60 
lb/in*  in  0.06  second,  measured  from  the 
first  movement  of  the  service  brake  con¬ 
trol  to  apply  service  brake  pressure  and 
of  releasing  pressure  in  such  a  reservoir 
from  95  to  5  lb/in*  in  0.22  second  meas¬ 
ured  from  the  first  movement  of  the 
service  brake  control  to  release  service 
brake  pressure. 

18.  In  Table  I,  steps  “2”  and  “3”  are 
amended  to  read: 

2.  Control  trailer  service  brake  stops 
at  60  ml/h  (for  truck-tractors  tested 
with  a  control  trailer  in  accordance  with 
S6.1.10.6). 

3.  Control  trailer  emergency  brake 
stops  at  60  mi/h  (for  truck-tractors 
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tested  with  a  control  trailer  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  S6.1.10.7). 

19.  Figure  1  is  amended  by  the  addi¬ 
tion  Of  “(OPTIONAL  AFTER  AUGUST 
31,  1974)"  following  the  word  “valve". 

Effective  date.  September  1,  1974  for 
trailers;  March  1,  1975,  for  trucks  and 
buses. 

(Secs.  103,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-663,  80  Stat.  718; 
16  UJS.C.  1392,  1407;  delegation  of  authority 
at  49  CFR  1.61.) 

Issued  on  May  14, 1974. 

James  B.  Gregory, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-11405  FUed  6-14-74;2:01  pm] 


Title  50— Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  II— NATIONAL  MARINE  FISH¬ 
ERIES  SERVICE,  NATIONAL  OCEANIC 
AND  ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRATION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
SUBCHAPTER  F— AID  TO  FISHERIES 

PART  255— FISHING  VESSEL  OBLIGATION 
GUARANTEE  PROGRAM  PROCEDURES 

The  50  CFR  Part  255  appearing  below 
is  adopted  as  regulations  for  administer¬ 
ing  the  Fishing  Vessel  Obligation  Guar¬ 
antee  program. 

The  Secretary  of  Commerce  on 
July  31,  1973,  published  at  38  FR  20340, 
et  seq.,  a  proposed  50  CFR  Part  255  as 
the  interim  regulations  for  administer¬ 
ing  XI  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  amended  (46  U.S.C.,  1271-1279) , 
insofar  as  the  guarantee  under  that  Title 
of  obligations  relating  to  fishing  vessels 
is  concerned. 

The  Federal  Ship  Financing  Act  of 
1972  (86  Stat.  909)  amended  Title  XI. 
Title  XI  previously  provided  for  the  in¬ 
surance  of  mortgages  and  loan  given  to, 
among  other  things,  aid  in  financing  the 
construction,  reconstruction,  or  recondi¬ 
tioning  of  certain  classes  of  vessels,  in¬ 
cluding  fishing  vessels,  documented 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  The 
fishing  vessel  portion  of  the  Title  XI  pro¬ 
gram  as  it  existed  prior  to  enactment  of 
the  Federal  Ship  Financing  Act  of  1972 
was  known  as  the  Fishing  Vessel  Mort¬ 
gage  and  Loan  Insurance  program.  The 
fishing  vessel  portion  of  the  Title  XI 
program  as  it  now  exists  has  been  desig¬ 
nated  the  Fishing  Vessel  Obligation 
Guarantee  program. 

Enactment  of  the  Federal  Ship  Financ¬ 
ing  Act  of  1972,  among  other  things,  sub¬ 
stituted  the  guarantee  of  obligations  for 
the  insurance  of  mortgages  and  loans. 
That  Act  also  made  it  unnecessary  for  a 
lender  with  a  guaranteed  obligation  to 
be  party  to  the  security  arrangements 
between  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and 
the  borrower.  Under  the  old  program,  a 
lender  with  an  insured  mortgage  or  loan 
was  required  to  hold  in  the  lender’s  name 
all  security  for  that  mortgage  or  loan. 
Under  the  new  program  a  lender’s  sole 
security  is  the  Secretary’s  guarantee;  the 
Secretary  will  hold  all  security  for  its 
guarantee  in  its  name  only.  Additionally, 
the  new  program  provides  for  more  flexi¬ 


ble  financing  and  refinancing  than  the 
old  program.  Under  the  old  program,  in¬ 
surance  of  a  mortgage  or  loan  was,  basi¬ 
cally,  unavailable  unless  the  Secretary’s 
commitment  had  been  obtained  before 
commencement  of  construction,  recon¬ 
struction,  or  reconditioning.  Under  the 
new  program,  owners  may  refinance  eligi¬ 
ble  obligations  (i.e.,  those  which  financed 
construction,  reconstruction,  or  recon¬ 
ditioning)  with  the  proceeds  of  a  guar¬ 
anteed  obligation  any  time  during  the 
useful  life  of  the  vessel  involved,  pro¬ 
vided  the  obligation  to  be  refinanced  was 
in  existence  within  1  year  after  delivery 
or  redelivery  to  the  owner  of  the  vessel 
involved.  Owners  who  pay  for  construc¬ 
tion,  reconstruction  or  reconditioning  out 
of  their  own  funds  may  be  reimbursed 
with  the  proceeds  of  a  guaranteed  obliga¬ 
tion  during  the  same  1  year  period  after 
vessel  delivery  or  redelivery. 

The  Secretary  asked  for,  and  received, 
comments  about  the  interim  regulations 
proposed  July  31, 1973,  for  administering 
the  Fishing  Vessel  Obligation  Guarantee 
program.  After  due  consideration,  the 
Secretary  incorporated  certain  of  the 
comments  received  by  revising  the  previ¬ 
ously  proposed  interim  regulations.  The 
50  CFR  Part  255  appearing  below  is,  con¬ 
sequently,  the  adoption,  with  revisions, 
of  permanent  regulations  for  adminis¬ 
tering  the  Fishing  Vessel  Obligation 
Guarantee  program. 

The  major  revisions  involve:  (1)  def¬ 
inition  of  the  term  “fishing  vessel”  (def¬ 
inition  broadened),  (2)  replacement 
value  (need  for  replacement  value  esti¬ 
mates  lessened),  (3)  depreciated  actual 
cost  (new  section  added  providing  for 
actual  cost  depreciation  at  6  month  in¬ 
tervals)  ,  (4)  useful  life  (provides  for  re¬ 
duction  of  useful  life  at  6  month  inter¬ 
vals),  (5)  maturity  date  (new  section 
added,  primarily  for  purpose  of  defini¬ 
tion)  ,  (6)  facilities  or  equipment  pertain¬ 
ing  to  marine  operations  (new  section 
added  for  purpose  of  defining  this  previ¬ 
ously  undefined  term),  (7)  conditional 
fisheries  (primarily  for  purpose  of  clari¬ 
fication,  making  procedural  effect  upon 
this  program  of  conditional  fisheries 
adoptions  more  specific),  (8)  economic 
soundness  (minimum  criteria  for  deter¬ 
mining  economic  soundness  made  more 
flexible) ,  (9)  bids  (bid  requirements  re¬ 
laxed),  (10)  guarantee  fee  (fee  reduced) , 
and  (11)  filing  and  investigation  fee  (fee 
reduced).  Other  revisions  are  primarily 
either  editorial,  procedural,  or  for  the 
purpose  of  clarification. 

Although  Fishing  Vessel  Obligation 
Guarantee  program  regulations  are  ex¬ 
empt  from  the  rulemaking  requirements 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  553),  the  Secretary  did  request, 
receive,  and  give  consideration  to  com¬ 
ments  in  connection  with  the  interim 
regulations  proposed  for  this  program  on 
July  31,  1973.  As  the  revisions  effected 
are  generally  responsive  to  those  com¬ 
ments  and  generally  less  restrictive 
rather  than  more  restrictive,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  deems  it  unnecessary  to  again  re¬ 
quest  comments. 
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The  50  CFR  Part  255  appearing  below 
is,  consequently,  adopted  effective  on 
May  17, 1974. 

Dated:  May  13, 1974. 

By  order  of  the  Administrator,  Na¬ 
tional  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Robert  M.  White, 
Administrator. 

Sec. 

255.0  Reprint  of  certain  provisions  of  Title 
XI  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  amended  through  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  Federal  Ship 
Financing  Act  of  1972. 

255.1  Definitions. 

255.2  Purpose  and  priority. 

255.3  Eligibility  requirements. 

255.4  Applications. 

255.5  Commitment. 

255.6  Closing  procedure. 

255.7  Default. 

255.8  Cross  references. 

255.9  Applicability. 

Authority:  Title  XI,  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1936,  as  amended  (46  U.S.C.  1271-1279). 
and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1970,  (86 
Stat.  909) . 

§  255.0  Reprint  of  Certain  Provisions  of 
Title  XI  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  Amended  through  the  Effec¬ 
tive  Date  of  the  Federal  Ship  Financ¬ 
ing  Act  of  1972. 

(a)  Exclusions.  This  reprint  of  Title 
XI  excludes  all  provisions  (1)  to  which 
this  Part  255  does  not  presently  pertain, 
(2)  which  pertain  exclusively  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary’s  internal  program  administra¬ 
tion,  and  (3)  which  pertain  exclusively 
to  vessels  other  than  those  in  the  fishing 
trade  or  industry. 

(b)  Reprint  of  Title  XI. 

Six:.  1101.  As  used  in  this  title — 

(a)  The  term  “mortgage”  includes  a  pre¬ 
ferred  mortgage  as  defined  in  the  Ship  Mort¬ 
gage  Act,  1920,  as  amended,  on  any  vessel  of 
the  United  States  «  •  *  and  a  mortgage  on 
such  a  vessel  which  will  become  a  preferred 
mortgage  when  recorded  and  endorsed  as 
required  by  the  Ship  Mortgage  Act,  1920, 
as  amended; 

(b)  The  term  “vessel”  includes  all  types, 
whether  in  existence  or  under  construction, 
of  *  *  •  which  are  or  wUl  be  documented 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  fishing 
vessels  whose  ownership  will  meet  the  citi¬ 
zenship  requirements  for  documenting  ves¬ 
sels  in  the  coastwide  trade  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  section  2  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
as  amended  •  *  *; 

(c)  The  term  “obligation”  shall  mean  any 
note,  bond,  debenture,  or  other  evidence  of 
indebtedness  *  •  •  issued  for  one  of  the  pur¬ 
poses  specified  in  subsection  (a)  of  section 
1104  of  this  title; 

(d)  The  term  “obligor”  shall  mean  any 
party  primarily  liable  for  payment  of  the 
principal  of  or  interest  on  any  obligation; 

(e)  The  term  “obligee”  shall  mean  the 
holder  of  an  obligation; 

(f)  The  term  “actual  cost”  of  a  vessel  as 
of  any  specified  date  means  the  aggregate,  as 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
of  (1)  all  amounts  paid  by  or  for  the  account 
of  the  obligor  on  or  before  that  date,  and 
(ii)  all  amounts  which  the  obligor  is  then 
obligated  to  pay  from  time  to  time  there¬ 
after.  for  the  construction,  reconstruction,  or 
reconditioning  of  such  vessel; 
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(g)  The  term  "depreciated  actual  coat”  of 
a  vessel  means  the  actual  cost  of  the  vessel 
depreciated  on  a  straight-line  basis  over  the 
useful  life  of  the  vessel  as  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  not  to  exceed  25 
years  from  the  date  the  vesesl  was  delivered 
by  the  shipbuilder,  or  if  the  vessel  has  been 
reconstructed  or  reconditioned  the  actual 
cost  of  the  vessel  depreciated  on  a  straight- 
line  basis  from  the  date  the  vessel  was  de¬ 
livered  by  the  shipbuilder  to  the  date  of  such 
reconstruction  or  reconditioning  on  the  basis 
of  the  original  useful  life  of  the  vessel  and 
from  the  date  of  such  reconstruction  or  re¬ 
conditioning  on  a  straight-line  basis  and  on 
the  basis  of  a  useful  life  of  the  vessel  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  plus 
all  amounts  paid  or  obligated  to  be  paid  for 
the  reconstruction  or  reconditioning  de¬ 
preciated  on  a  straight-line  basis  and  on  the 
basis  of  a  useful  life  of  the  vessel  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce;  and 

(h)  The  terms  “construction,”  “recon¬ 
struction,”  or  “reconditioning”  shall  include, 
but  shall  not  be  limited  to,  designing,  in¬ 
specting,  outfitting,  and  equipping. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Sec.  1103.  (a)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
upon  application  by  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  is  authorized  to  guarantee,  and  to 
enter  into  commitments  to  guarantee,  the 
payment  of  the  Interest  on,  and  the  unpaid 
balance  of  the  principal  of,  any  obligation 
which  is  eligible  to  be  guaranteed  under  this 
title. 

(b)  No  obligation  shall  be  guaranteed  un¬ 
der  this  title  unless  the  obligor  conveys  or 
agrees  to  convey  to  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  such  security  interest,  which  may  in¬ 
clude  a  mortgage  or  mortgages  on  a  vessel 
or  vessels,  as  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  may 
reasonably  require  to  protect  the  interests  of 
the  United  States. 

(c)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  shall  not 
guarantee  the  principal  of  obligations  in  an 
amount  in  excess  of  75  percentum  •  •  •  of 
the  amount,  as  determined  by  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce  which  determination  shall  be 
conclusive,  paid  by  or  for  the  account  of  the 
obligor  for  the  construction,  reconstruction, 
or  reconditioning  of  a  vessel  or  vessels  with 
respect  to  which  a  security  Interest  has  been 
conveyed  to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  •  •  •. 

(d)  The  full  faith  and  credit  of  the  United 
States  is  pledged  to  the  payment  of  all  guar¬ 
antees  made  under  this  title  with  respect  to 
both  principal  and  interest.  Including  Inter¬ 
est,  as  may  be  provided  for  In  the  guarantee, 
accruing  between  the  date  of  default  under 
a  guaranteed  obligation  and  the  payment  In 
full  of  the  guarantee. 

(e)  Any  guarantee,  or  commitment  to 
guarantee,  made  by  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  under  this  title  shall  be  conclusive  evi¬ 
dence  of  the  eligibility  of  the  obligations  for 
such  guarantee,  and  the  validity  of  any  guar¬ 
antee,  or  commitment  to  guarantee,  so  made 
shall  be  incontestable. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Sec.  1104.  (a)  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
granted  under  section  1103(a),  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce,  upon  such  terms  as  he  shall 
prescribe,  may  guarantee  or  make  a  commit¬ 
ment  to  guarantee,  payment  of  the  principal 
of  and  Interest  on  an  obligation  which  aids 
in — 

(1)  financing.  Including  reimbursement  of 
an  obligor  for  expenditures  previously  made 
for,  construction,  reconstruction,  or  recon¬ 
ditioning  of  a  vessel  or  vessels  owned  by  citi¬ 
zens  of  the  United  States  which  axe  designed 
principally  for  •  •  •  commercial  use  •  •  • 
in  the  fishing  trade  or  Industry  •  •  •  pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  no  guarantee  shall  be 
entered  Into  pursuant  to  this  paragraph 

(a)(1)  later  than  1  year  after  delivery,  or 
redelivery  in  the  case  of  reconstruction  or 


reconditioning  of  any  such  vessel  unless  the 
proceeds  of  the  obligation  are  used  to  finance 
the  construction,  reconstruction,  or  recondi¬ 
tioning  of  a  vessel  or  vessels,  or  facilities  or 
equipment  pertaining  to  marine  operations; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(4)  refining  existing  obligations  issued  for 
one  of  the  purposes  specified  in  (1),  (2),  or 
(3)  whether  or  not  guaranteed  under  this 
title,  including,  but  not  limited  to.  short¬ 
term  obligations  Incurred  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  temporary  funds  with  the  view  to 
refinancing  from  time  to  time. 

(b)  Obligations  guaranteed  under  this 
title— 

(1)  Shall  have  an  obligor  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  as  responsible  and 
possessing  the  ability,  experience,  financial 
resources,  and  other  qualifications  necessary 
to  the  adequate  operation  and  maintenance 
of  the  vessel  or  vessels  which  serve  as  security 
for  the  guarantee  of  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce; 

(2)  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
(1)  of  subsection  (c)  of  this  section,  shall 
be  In  an  aggregate  principal  amount  which 
does  not  exceed  75  per  centum  of  the  actual 
ooet  or  depreciated  actual  cost,  m  deter¬ 
mined  by  the.  Secretary  of  Commerce,  of  the 
vessel  which  is  used  m  security  lor  the  guar¬ 
antee  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  *  *  *; 

(3)  shall  have  maturity  dates  satisfactory 
to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  but,  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (2)  of  suboae- 
tlon  (e)  of  this  section,  not  to  exceed  25 
years  front  the  date  of  delivery  of  the  vessel 
which  serve*  as  security  for  the  guarantee 
of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  or,  if  the  ves¬ 
sel  been  reconstructed  or  reconditioned, 
not  to  exceed  the  later  of  (1)  25  years  from 
the  date  of  delivery  of  the  vessel  and  (U)  the 
remaining  years  of  the  useful  life  of  the  ves¬ 
sel  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce; 

(4)  shall  provide  for  payments  by  the 
obligor  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce; 

(6)  shall  bear  Interest  (exclusive  of 
Charges  for  the  guarantee  and  service 
charges.  If  any)  at  rates  not  to  exceed  such 
per  centum  per  annum  on  the  unpaid  princi¬ 
pal  as  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  determines 
to  be  reasonable,  taking  Into  account  the 
range  of  Interest  rates  prevailing  In  the  pri¬ 
vate  market  for  similar  loans  and  the  risks 
assumed  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce; 

(6)  Shall  provide,  or  a  related  agreement 
shall  provide,  that  If  the  vessel  used  as 
security  for  the  guarantee  of  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  is  a  delivered  vessel,  the  vessel 
shall  be  in  class  A-l,  American  Bureau  of 
Shipping,  or  shall  meet  such  other  standards 
as  may  be  acceptable  to  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  with  all  required  certificates,  In¬ 
cluding  but  not  limited  to,  marine  Inspection 
certificates  of  the  United  States  Coast  Guard, 
with  all  outstanding  requirements  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  necessary  for  retention  of 
class  accomplished,  unless  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  permits  a  deferment  of  such  re¬ 
pairs,  and  shall  be  tight,  stanch,  strong, 
and  well  and  sufficiently  tackled,  appareled, 
furnished,  and  equipped,  and  in  every  re¬ 
spect  seaworthy  and  in  good  running  condi¬ 
tion  and  repair,  and  In  all  respects  fit  for 
service  •  •  • 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  (1)  The  security  for  the  guarantee  of 
an  obligation  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
under  this  title  may  relate  to  more  than  one 
vessel  and  may  consist  of  any  combination 
of  types  of  security.  The  aggregate  principal 
amount  of  obligations  which  have  more  than 
one  vessel  as  security  for  the  guarantee  of 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  under  this  title 
may  equal,  but  not  exceed,  the  stun  of  the 
principal  amount  of  obligations  permissible 
with  respect  to  each  vessel. 


(2)  If  the  security  lor  the  guarantee  of  an 
obligation  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
under  this  title  relates  to  more  than  one  ves¬ 
sel,  such  obligation  may  have  the  latest 
maturity  date  permissible  under  subsection 
(b)  of  this  section  with  respect  to  any  of 
such  vessels :  Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  may  require  such  payments  of 
principal,  prior  to  maturity,  with  respect  to 
all  related  obligations  as  he  deems  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  to  maintain  adequate  security 
for  his  guarantee. 

(d)  No  commitment  to  guarantee  an  Obli¬ 

gation  shall  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  unless  he  finds,  at  or  prior  to 
the  time  such  commitment  is  made,  that  the 
property  or  project  with  respect  to  which  the 
obligation  will  be  executed  will  be,  in  his 
opinion,  economically  sound  and  in  the  case 
of  fishing  vessels,  that  the  purpose  of  the 
financing  or  refinancing  Is  consistent  with 
the  wise  use  of  the  fisheries  resources  and 
with  the  development,  advancement,  man¬ 
agement,  conservation,  and  protection  of  the 
fisheries  recourses,  and  no  obligation,  unless 
made  pursuant  to  a  prior  commitment,  shall 
be  guaranteed  unless  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  finds,  at  or  prior  to  the  time  the  guar¬ 
antee  becomes  effective,  that  the  property 
or  project  with  respect  to  which  the  obliga¬ 
tion  is  executed  will  be  in  his  opinion  eco¬ 
nomically  sound  and  in  the  cam  of  fishing 
veaeeta,  that  the  pwipuea  of  the  or 

refinancing  to  consistent  with  the  wise  use 
of  the  fisheries  resources,  and  with  the  devel¬ 
opment,  advancement,  management,  con¬ 
servation,  and  protection  of  the  fisheries 
resource*. 

(e)  The  Secretory  of  Commerce  is  author¬ 
ized  to  fix  a  fee  for  the  guarantee  of  an  obli¬ 
gation  under  this  title.  If  the  security  for 
the  guarantee  of  an  obligation  under  this 
title  relates  to  a  delivered  vessel,  such  fee 
shall  not  be  iese  than  one-half  of  1  per  cen¬ 
tum  per  annum  ner  more  than  1  per  centum 
per  annum  of  the  average  principal  amount 
of  such  obligation  outstanding  •  •  •  .  If 
the  security  for  the  guarantee  of  an  obliga¬ 
tion  under  this  title  relates  to  a  vessel  to  be 
constructed,  reconstructed,  or  reconditioned, 
such  fee  shall  not  be  less  than  one-quarter  of 
1  per  centum  per  annum  nor  more  than  one- 
half  of  1  per  centum  per  annum  of  the  aver¬ 
age  principal  amount  of  such  obligation  out¬ 
standing  •  •  •  .  For  purposes  of  this  sub¬ 
section  (e).  If  the  security  for  the  guarantee 
of  an  obligation  under  this  title  relates  both 
to  a  delivered  vessel  or  vessels  and  to  a  ves¬ 
sel  or  vessels  to  be  constructed,  recon¬ 
structed,  or  reconditioned,  the  principal 
amount  of  such  obligation  shall  be  prorated 
in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce.  Fee  payments 
shall  be  made  by  the  obligor  to  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce  when  moneys  are  first  advanced 
under  a  guaranteed  obligation  and  at  least 
60  days  prior  to  each  anniversary  date  there¬ 
after.  All  feee  shall  be  computed  and  Shall 
be  payable  to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  may  prescribe. 

(f)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  shall 
charge  and  collect  from  the  obligor  such 
amounts  as  he  may  deem  reasonable  for  the 
investigation  of  applications  for  a  guarantee, 
for  the  appraisal  otf  properties  offered  as 
security  for  a  guarantee,  for  the  issuance  of 
commitments,  •  •  •  and  for  the  Inspection 
of  such  properties  during  construction,  re¬ 
construction,  or  reconditioning:  Provided, 
That  such  charges  shall  not  aggregate  more 
than  one-half  of  1  per  centum  of  the  origi¬ 
nal  principal  amount  of  the  obligations  to 
be  guaranteed. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(h)  Obligations  guaranteed  under  this 
title  and  agreements  relating  thereto  shall 
contain  such  other  provisions  with  respect 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  97— FRIDAY,  MAY  17,  1974 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


17557 


to  the  protection  of  the  security  interests 
of  the  United  Sates  (including  acceleration 
and  subrogation  provisions  and  the  Issuance 
of  notes  by  the  obligor  to  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce),  liens  and  releases  of  liens,  pay¬ 
ments  of  taxes,  and  such  other  matters  as 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  may.  In  his  dis¬ 
cretion,  prescribe. 

Sec.  1105.  (a)  In  the  event  of  a  default, 
which  has  continued  for  30  days,  in  any  pay¬ 
ment  by  the  obligor  of  principal  or  interest 
due  under  an  obligation  guaranteed  under 
this  title,  the  obligee  or  his  agent  shall  have 
the  right  to  demand,  at  or  before  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  such  period  as  may  be  specified  in  the 
guarantee  or  related  agreements,  but  not 
later  than  90  days  from  the  date  of  such  de¬ 
fault,  payment  by  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  of  the  unpaid  principal  amount  of 
said  obligation  and  of  the  unpaid  interest 
thereon  to  the  date  of  payment.  Within  such 
period  as  may  be  specified  in  the  guarantee 
or  related  agreements,  but  not  later  than  30 
days  from  the  date  of  such  demand,  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  shall  promptly  pay  to 
the  obligee  or  his  agent  the  unpaid  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  said  obligation  and  unpaid 
Interest  thereon  to  the  date  of  payment: 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
shall  not  be  required  to  make  such  payment 
if  prior  to  the  expiration  of  said  period  he 
shall  find  that  there  was  no  default  by  the 
obligor  in  the  payment  of  principal  or  in¬ 
terest  or  that  such  default  has  been  rem¬ 
edied  prior  to  any  such  demand. 

(b)  In  the'  event  of  a  default  under  a 
mortgage,  loan  agreement,  or  other  security 
agreement  between  the  obligor  and  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce,  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  may  notify  the  obligee  or  his  agent  of 
such  default  and  the  obligee  or  his  agent 
shall  have  the  right  to  demand  at  or  before 
the  expiration  of  such  period  as  may  be 
specified  in  the  guarantee  or  related  agree¬ 
ments,  but  not  later  than  60  days  from  the 
date  of  such  notice,  payment  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  of  the  unpaid  principal 
amount  of  said  obligation  and  of  the  unpaid 
Interest  thereon.  Within  such  period  as  may 
be  specified  in  the  guarantee  or  related  agree¬ 
ments,  but  not  later  than  80  days  from  the 
date  of  such  demand,  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  shall  promptly  pay  to  the  obligee  or 
his  agent  the  unpaid  principal  amount  of 
said  obligation  and  unpaid  interest  thereon 
to  the  date  of  payment. 

(c)  In  the  event  of  any  payment  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  under  section  (a)  or 
(b)  of  this  section,  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  shall  have  all  rights  in  any  security 
held  by  him  relating  to  his  guarantee  of  such 
obligations  as  are  conferred  upon  him  under 
any  security  agreement  with  the  obligor. 
Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law 
relating  to  the  acquisition,  handling,  or  dis¬ 
posal  have  the  right,  in  his  discretion,  to 
complete,  recondition,  reconstruct,  renovate, 
repair,  maintain,  operate,  charter,  or  sell  any 
property  acquired  by  him  pursuant  to  a  se¬ 
curity  agreement  with  the  obligor  or  may 
place  a  vessel  in  the  national  defense  reserve. 
The  terms  of  sale  shall  be  as  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

(d)  Any  amount  required  to  be  paid  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  pursuant  to  subsec¬ 
tion  (a)  or  (b)  of  this  section,  shall  be  paid 
In  cash.  *  •  • 

(e)  In  the  event  of  a  default  under  any 
guaranteed  obligation  or  any  related  agree¬ 
ment,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  shall  take 
such  action  against  the  obligor  or  any  other 
parties  liable  thereunder  that.  In  his  dis¬ 
cretion,  may  be  required  to  protect  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  United  States.  Any  suit  may  be 
brought  in  the  name  of  the  United  States  or 
in  the  name  of  the  obligee  and  the  obligee 
shall  make  available  to  the  United  States  all 
records  and  evidence  necessary  to  prosecute 


any  such  suit.  The  Secretary  of  Commerce 
shall  have  the  right,  in  his  discretion,  to  ac¬ 
cept  a  conveyance  of  title  to  and  possession 
of  property  from  the  obligor  or  other  parties 
liable  to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  and  may 
purchase  the  property  for  an  amount  not 
greater  than  the  unpaid  principal  amount 
of  such  obligation  and  interest  thereon.  In 
the  event  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  shall 
receive  through  the  sale  of  property  an 
amount  of  cash  in  excess  of  any  payment 
made  to  an  obligee  under  subsection  (a)  or 
(b)  and  the  expenses  of  collection  of  such 
amounts,  he  shall  pay  such  excess  to  the 
obligor. 

Sec.  1106.  Whoever,  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  any  loan  or  advance  of  credit  from 
any  person,  partnership,  association,  or  cor¬ 
poration  with  the  intent  that  an  obligation 
relating  to  such  loan  or  advance  of  credit 
shall  be  offered  to  or  accepted  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  to  be  guaranteed,  or  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  any  extension  or 
renewal  of  any  loan,  advance  of  credit,  or 
mortgage  relating  to  an  obligation  guaran¬ 
teed  by  the  said  Secretary  of  Commerce,  or 
the  acceptance,  release,  or  substitution  of 
any  security  on  such  a  loan,  advance  of 
credit,  or  for  the  purpose  of  influencing  in 
any  way  the  action  of  said  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  under  this  title,  makes,  passes,  utters, 
or  publishes,  or  causes  to  be  made,  passed, 
uttered,  or  published  any  statement,  know¬ 
ing  the  same  to  be  false,  or  alters,  forges,  or 
counterfeits,  or  causes  or  procures  to  be 
altered,  forged,  or  counterfeited,  any  instru¬ 
ment,  paper,  or  document,  or  utters,  pub¬ 
lishes,  or  passes  as  true,  or  causes  to  be 
uttered,  published,  or  passed  as  true,  any 
Instrument,  paper,  or  document,  knowing  it 
to  have  been  altered,  forged,  or  counter¬ 
feited,  or  willfully  overvalues  any  security, 
asset,  or  income,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  mis¬ 
demeanor  and  punished  as  provided  under 
the  first  paragraph  of  section  806(b)  of  this 
Act. 

t  .  *  *  • 

(c)  Interpretation  or  elaboration.  The 
following  sections  of  this  Part  255  relate 
only  to  those  provisions  of  the  Act  set 
forth  in  §  255.0(b). 

§  255.1  Definitions. 

The  following  definitions  are  in  addi¬ 
tion  to,  or  supplement,  those  contained 
in  the  Act  and  set  forth  in  §  255.0(b) . 

(a)  Fishing  vessel;  vessels  which  are 
designed  Principally  for  commercial  use 
in  the  fishing  trade  or  industry.  These 
terms  mean  vessels  which  are  designed 
or  redesigned,  and  are  outfitted  or  will  be 
outfitted,  principally  for  catching,  proc¬ 
essing,  and/or  transporting  fisheries  re¬ 
sources  for  commercial  purposes.  Docu¬ 
mentation  as  a  fishing  vessel  of  the 
United  States  is  required,  except  where 
the  Secretary  (in  the  case  of  processing 
or  transporting  vessels)  expressly  con¬ 
sents  to  U.S.  documentation  as  a  vessel 
other  than  a  fishing  vessel.  Operations 
intended  for  such  vessels  during  the 
term  of  the  guarantee  must  be  such  that 
either  (1)  more  than  50  percent  of  such 
vessels’  annual  gross  income  will  be  de¬ 
rived  from  the  activities  specified  above 
or  (2)  more  than  50  percent  of  such  ves¬ 
sels’  annual  operational  time  shall  be  de¬ 
voted  to  the  activities,  specified  above 
(unless  the  fishery  or  fisheries  for  which 
any  one  of  such  vessels  is  designed  and 
outfitted  is  recognized  as  having  a  less 
than  year  around  season,  in  which  case 
one  of  the  foregoing  tests  need  be  met 


only  for  the  period  of  time  during  which 
such  season  occurs).  These  terms  shall 
hereinafter  be  comprised  by  the  word 
“vessel”. 

(b)  Reconstruction  or  reconditioning. 
These  terms  include  rebuilding,  replac¬ 
ing,  and/or  converting  any  portion  of  a 
vessel  which  involves  an  actual  cost  equal 
to  at  least  20  percent  of  such  vessel’s  re¬ 
placement  value  or  $40,000,  whichever 
is  less.  A  reconstruction  or  recondition¬ 
ing  project  must,  however,  substantially 
prolong  the  useful  life  of  the  vessel,  in¬ 
crease  its  value,  or  adapt  it  to  a  different 
commercial  use  in  the  fishing  trade  or 
industry,  and  all  or  a  major  portion  of 
the  actual  cost  of  such  project  must 
ordinarily  be  classifiable  as  capital  ex¬ 
penditures.  If  the  sum  of  (1)  the  age  of 
the  vessel  proposed  to  be  reconstructed 
or  reconditioned  and  (2)  the  terms  of 
the  proposed  guaranteed  obligation 
financing  such  reconstruction  or  recon¬ 
ditioning  exceeds  25  years,  then  in  that 
case  only  the  project  will  not  ordinarily 
be  deemed  to  be  a  reconstruction  or  re¬ 
conditioning  unless  it  is  specifically 
demonstrated  to  the  Secretary’s  satisfac¬ 
tion  that  the  project  will  significantly 
upgrade  the  vessel  in  terms  of  modern¬ 
ization  and  efficiency. 

(c)  Replacement  value.  This  term 
means  the  estimated  cost  of  replacing  a 
vessel,  immediately  after  its  redelivery  in 
a  reconstructed  or  reconditioned  state, 
by  newly  constructing  one  substantially 
similar  to  it.  If  the  Regional  Financial 
Assistance  Division  office  deems  any  esti¬ 
mate  of  replacement  value  unacceptable, 
it  may  require  substantiation  from  at 
least  one  marine  surveyor  or  other  per¬ 
son  or  firm  qualified  to  give  such  an  esti¬ 
mate.  No  estimate  of  replacement  value 
will  be  required  if  the  actual  cost  of  re¬ 
construction  or  reconditioning  is  $40,000 
or  more. 

(d)  Actual  cost.  This  term  is  defined 
in  section  1101(f)  of  the  Act  (see  §  255.0 
(b) ) .  Actual  cost  shall  not,  however,  in¬ 
clude  any  amount  paid  by  any  Govern¬ 
ment  agency  as  a  subsidy  or  otherwise; 
any  amount  of  the  cost  of  equipping  a 
vessel  with  either  excessive  fishing  gear 
or  certain  types  of  fishing  gear  (such  as 
pots  and/or  traps,  including  lines,  buoys 
and  accessory  equipment)  which  will  not 
remain  integrally  attached  to  the  vessel 
dining  its  fishing  operations;  any  com¬ 
mitment  fees,  interest,  legal  or  account¬ 
ing  fees  or  expenses,  fees  or  commissions 
or  charges  for  securing  any  loan  or 
mortgage  or  other  borrowing,  or  post¬ 
delivery  vessel  operating  expense;  any 
items  not  capitalizable  under  generally 
accepted  accounting  principles  (except  in 
the  case  of  reconstruction  or  recondi¬ 
tioning)  . 

(e)  Depreciated  actual  cost.  This  term 
means  the  actual  cost  after  (1)  first  de¬ 
ducting  from  such  actual  cost  a  sal¬ 
vage  value  equal  td  10  percent  of  such 
actual  cost,  (2)  dividing  the  resulting 
amount  by  twice  the  number  of  years  in 
the  vessel’s  useful  life  in  order  to  obtain 
the  semi-annual  depreciation,  and  (3) 
deducting  from  actual  cost  the  semi-an¬ 
nual  depreciation  associated  with  each 
full  6  month  interval  elapsed  from  vessel 
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delivery  and/or  redelivery  date  through 
the  vessel's  useful  life.  Intervals  of  less 
than  a  full  6  months  will  not  be  consid¬ 
ered  for  the  purpose  of  determining  de¬ 
preciated  actual  cost. 

(f)  Useful  life.  Ordinarily,  a  vessel’s 
useful  life  for  the  purpose  of  guarantee 
under  this  Part  255  shall  exceed  neither 
15  years  from  the  delivery  date  of  a 
newly  constructed  vessel  nor  7  years 
from  the  redelivery  date  of  a  recon¬ 
structed  or  reconditioned  vessel.  The 
Secretary  will,  however,  determine  indi¬ 
vidually  the  useful  life  of  each  vessel  for 
the  purpose  of  guarantee  under  this 
interim  Part  255.  Useful  life  shall  be  re¬ 
duced  by  6  months  for  each  full  6  month 
interval  elapsed  from  vessel  delivery 
and/or  redelivery  date.  Intervals  of  less 
than  a  full  6  months  will  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
remaining  useful  life. 

(g)  Maturity  date.  This  term  means 
the  date  upon  which  a  guaranteed  obli¬ 
gation  matures.  Maturity  date  shall  not 
exceed  the  date  upon  which  useful  life 
ends;  i.e.,  the  maximum  term  between 
inception  of  a  guaranteed  obligation  and 
its  maturity  date  shall  not  exceed  useful 
life  remaining  at  inception  of  a  guaran¬ 
teed  obligation. 

(h)  Project.  This  term  means  the  con¬ 
struction,  reconstruction,  or  recondition¬ 
ing  of  a  vessel  through  an  act  of  work 
or  a  series  of  acts  of  work,  to  be  com¬ 
pleted  within  1  year  from  the  date  work 
is  first  commenced,  unless  otherwise  con¬ 
sented  to  by  the  Secretary. 

(i)  Facilities  or  equipment  pertaining 
to  marine  operations.  This  term  includes, 
but  is  not  necessarily  limited  to,  fishing 
gear  and  equipment,  docks,  unloading 
facilities,  fuel  storage  facilities,  holding 
facilities,  and  processing  facilities  di¬ 
rectly  supporting  commercial  fishing 
operations. 

(j)  Delivery  or  redelivery  date.  The  de¬ 
livery  or  redelivery  date  shall  be  the  date 
the  vessel  was  first  documented  (de¬ 
livery)  or  last  redocumented  (redelivery) 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  If 
a  reconstruction  or  reconditioning  does 
not,  however,  require  redocumentation, 
then  the  redelivery  date  shall  ordinarily 
be  the  effective  date,  as  determined  by 
the  Secretary,  possession  of  the  vessel  is 
redelivered  to  its  owner. 

(k)  Secretary.  This  term  means  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  or  his  delegate. 

(l)  Act.  This  term  means  Title  XI  of 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as 
amended  (46  UJ3.C.  1271-1279). 

§  255.2  Purpose  and  priority. 

(a)  Purpose.  The  major  objective  of 
the  Fishing  Vessel  Obligation  Guarantee 
program  is  to  facilitate  the  capital  mar¬ 
ket’s  responsiveness  to  the  general  in¬ 
vestment  capital  needs  of  the  U.S.  com¬ 
mercial  fishing  industry. 

(b)  Priority.  Within  the  framework 
of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  the 
Secretary  shall  afford  priority  to  those 
projects  which  most  facilitate  the 
following: 

(1)  Increasing  the  productivity  or 
efficiency  of  fishing  vessels,  either 
through  technical  advances  or  otherwise. 


(2)  Fostering  the  development  of 
underutilized  fisheries  resources  and/or 
stimulating  the  shifting  of  vessels  from 
overutilized  to  less  utilized  fisheries 
resources. 

(3)  Protecting,  preserving,  or  improv¬ 
ing  national  utilization  of  presently 
International  fisheries  resources  by 
strengthening  the  domestic  fishing  fleet 
in  competition  with  foreign  vessels.  The 
Secretary  will,  consequently,  afford  the 
highest  program  priority  to  those  proj¬ 
ects  which  demonstrate  significant  po¬ 
tential  for  facilitating  the  greatest  num¬ 
ber  of  the  items  enumerated  as  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (1)  through  (3)  of  this  section. 
This  Part  255  will  be  construed  and 
applied  toward  the  end  of  encourag¬ 
ing  such  projects.  The  Secretary  may 
encourage  such  projects  by  waiving,  in 
his  discretion  and  as  a  matter  of  policy, 
any  requirement  contained  in  this  Part 
255  and  not  otherwise  expressly  required 
by  the  Act. 

§  255.3  Eligibility  requirements. 

(a)  Construction;  conditional  fisher¬ 
ies.  An  obligation  for  construction  of  a 
vessel  (vessel  “Y”)  shall  ordinarily  be 
eligible  for  guarantee  only  if  such  vessel 
is  designed,  outfitted,  and  equipped  to 
operate,  and/or  is  operating  and  will 
operate,  as  the  case  may  be,  in  a  fishery 
which  the  Secretary  has  not,  prior  to 
submission  (postmark  date  controls  if 
mailed;  actual  date  of  receipt  if  per¬ 
sonally  delivered)  of  an  application  for 
a  guarantee  or  a  commitment  to  guar¬ 
antee,  adopted  as  restricted  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Part  251  of  this  chapter.  Such 
an  obligation  shall  nevertheless  be  eligi¬ 
ble  for  guarantee  if  the  obligor  causes 
(within  1  year  after  the  delivery  date 
of  vessel  "Y”)  to  be  permanently  re¬ 
moved  from  all  fishing,  or  placed  perma¬ 
nently  in  a  fishery  not  then  adopted  as 
restricted  in  accordance  with  Part  251 
at  this  chapter,  under  such  conditions 
as  the  Secretary  deems  necessary  or 
desirable,  a  vessel  (vessel  “Z”)  which 
has  during  the  previous  18  months  op¬ 
erated  substantially  in  the  same  fishery 
as  the  vessel  constructed  or  to  be  con¬ 
structed  and  which  has  a  fishing  capacity 
substantially  equivalent  to  the  vessel 
constructed  or  to  be  constructed.  What 
constitutes  substantially  equivalent  fish¬ 
ing  capacity  for  the  purpose  of  this 
section  shall  be  a  matter  for  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  discretion.  Ordinarily,  in  exercis¬ 
ing  his  discretion  about  what  does  or 
does  not  constitute  substantially  equiva¬ 
lent  fishing  capacity,  the  Secretary  will 
take  into  consideration  (1)  the  average 
size  of  vessels  constructed  for  the  re¬ 
stricted  fishery  in  question  at  the  time 
vessel  “Z”  was  constructed  (or,  if  con¬ 
structed  for  a  different  fishery,  the  aver¬ 
age  size  of  vessels  in  the  restricted 
fishery  at  the  time  vessel  “Z”  entered 
it),  (2)  the  average  size  of  vessels  con¬ 
structed  for  the  restricted  fishery  at 
the  time  vessel  “Y”  was  or  will  be  con¬ 
structed,  and  (3)  such  other  factors  as 
the  Secretary  may  deem  material  and 
equitable,  including  the  length  of  time 
the  applicant  has  owned  and  operated 
vessel  “Z”.  The  Secretary  will  consider 


these  factors,  and  exercise  his  discretion, 
in  such  a  way  as  to  encourage  use  of  this 
program  by  established  fishermen  who 
have  owned  for  substantial  periods  ves¬ 
sels  which  need  to  be  replaced,  even 
though  a  “Z”  vessel  may  have  been  con¬ 
structed  at  a  time  which  dictated  a 
lesser  fishing  capacity  than  dictated  for 
a  “Y”  vessel  at  the  time  of  application 
for  guarantee. 

(b)  Reconstruction  or  reconditioning ; 
conditonal  fisheries.  An  obligation  for 
reconstruction  or  reconditioning  of  a 
vessel  shall  ordinarily  be  eligible  for 
guarantee  only  if  such  vessel  is  designed 
or  redesigned,  outfitted,  and  equipped  to 
operate,  and/or  is  operating  and  will  op¬ 
erate,  as  the  case  may  be,  in  a  fishery 
which  the  Secretary  has  not,  prior  to 
submission  (postmark  date  controls  if 
mailed;  actual  date  of  receipt  if  per¬ 
sonally  delivered)  of  an  application  for  a 
guarantee  or  a  commitment  to  guar¬ 
antee,  adopted  as  restricted  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Part  251  of  this  chapter.  Such 
an  obligation  shall  nevertheless  be  eligi¬ 
ble  for  guarantee  if  the  vessel  recon¬ 
structed  or  reconditioned,  or  to  be  recon¬ 
structed  or  reconditioned,  had  operated 
substantially  for  at  least  the  last  36 
months  before  its  reconstruction  or  re¬ 
conditioning  in  substantially  the  same 
fishery  in  which  it  is  operating  or  will 
operate  after  its  reconstruction  or  re¬ 
conditioning. 

(c)  Obligations.  Each  obligation.guar- 
anteed  under  this  Part  255  shall : 

(1)  Have  an  obligee  approved  by  the 
Secretary  as  responsible  and  able  prop¬ 
erly  to  service  the  obligation. 

(2)  Provide  that  the  obligation  shall 
not  be  assigned  unless  the  assignee  is 
first  approved  by  the  Secretary. 

(3)  Contain  such  terms  and  provisions 
as  tiie  Secretary  in  his  discretion  may 
require  with  respect  to  amortinatton,  in¬ 
terest,  application  of  payment,  default, 
acceleration  and  immediate  payability  of 
the  entire  outstanding  indebtedness, 
payment  of  expenses,  renewal,  extension, 
modification,  surrender,  compromise,  re¬ 
lease,  exchange,  substitution,  indulgence, 
assignment,  guarantee,  demand  for  pay¬ 
ment  under  the  guarantee,  payment 
under  the  guarantee,  and  such  other 
matters  as  the  Secretary  in  his  discre¬ 
tion  may  require. 

(4)  Be  evidenced  by  an  obligation  sat¬ 
isfactory,  both  as  to  form  and  substance, 
to  the  Secretary  (ordinarily,  the  form  of 
obligation  will  be  prepared  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  for  the  parties’  approval  and  ac¬ 
ceptance)  . 

(5)  Be  secured  by  such  collateral 
under  such  form  of  loan  agreement, 
contract,  mortgage,  indenture,  or  other 
security  agreement  between  the  Secre¬ 
tary  and  the  obligor  as  the  Secretary  in 
his  discretion  may  deem  necessary  or 
appropriate  to  protect  the  interest  of  the 
United  States.  Such  form  of  loan  agree¬ 
ment,  contract,  mortgage  or  indenture, 
or  other  security  agreement  shall: 

(i)  Contain  such  terms  and  conditions 
as  the  Secretary  in  his  discretion  may 
require.  Including  but  not  limited  to  those 
related  to:  operation  of  a  vessel,  citizen¬ 
ship,  ownership,  documentation,  validity 
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and  enforceability  of  obligations,  war¬ 
ranting  and  defending  title  and  posses¬ 
sion.  liens,  insurance,  sale,  mortgage, 
transfer,  assignment,  charter,  discharge 
of  libel  or  suit  or  levy,  repair  and  main¬ 
tenance,  payment  of  taxes  or  fines  or 
penalties  or  other  assessments  or 
charges,  reimbursement  of  the  Secretary 
for  the  Secretary’s  expenses,  the  keeping 
of  books  and  records,  access  to  them,  re¬ 
ports,  payment  of  guarantee  fees,  de¬ 
fault,  foreclosure,  seizure,  retaking  mort¬ 
gaged  property,  payment  of  the  guaran¬ 
teed  obligation,  use  and  operation  and 
location  of  mortgaged  property,  mainte¬ 
nance  of  existence  and  right  to  do  busi¬ 
ness,  acquisition  or  sale  of  assets,  divi¬ 
dends,  distribution  or  sal  e  or  purchase 
or  retirement  of  stock,  advances,  com¬ 
pensation,  loans,  gifts,  bonuses,  merger, 
consolidation,  affiliates,  subsidiaries,  ex¬ 
ecution  of  further  obligations  and  docu¬ 
ments  and  assurances,  bankruptcy,  as¬ 
signment  for  benefit  of  creditors,  forfeit¬ 
ure,  receivership,  petition  for  reorgani¬ 
zation,  disclosure,  misrepresentation, 
false  statement,  fraud,  maturity,  acceler¬ 
ation  of  maturity,  payment  of  principal 
and  interest,  the  Secretary’s  right  to  sell 
or  operate  or  otherwise  dispose  of  mort¬ 
gaged  property,  appointment  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  as  the  obligor’s  true  and  lawful 
attorney,  consent  to  jurisdiction,  sub¬ 
ordination,  standby,  guaranty,  and  such 
other  matters  as  the  Secretary  In  his 
discretion  may  require. 

(ii)  Be  evidenced  by  a  form  of  loan 
agreement,  contract,  mortgage,  inden¬ 
ture,  or  other  security  agreement  satis¬ 
factory,  both  as  to  form  and  substance, 
to  the  Secretary  (ordinarily,  the  form  of 
the  documents  will  be  prepared  by  the 
Secretary  for  the  obligor's  approval  and 
acceptance) . 

(iil)  Provide  for  (none  of  the  following 
paragraph  (c)  (5)  (ill)  (a)  through  (g) 
of  this  section  apply  where  application 
for  a  guarantee  is  first  made  after  a  com¬ 
pleted  vessel  is  delivered  to  its  owner; 
only  some  of  them  apply  when  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  prior  to  delivery  of  a  completed 
vessel  to  Its  owner.  Issues  a  commitment 
to  guarantee  an  obligation  whose  pro¬ 
ceeds  will  repay  an  interim  unguaranteed 
lender  upon  delivery  of  a  completed  ves¬ 
sel  to  its  owner;  all  of  them  apply  when 
the  Secretary  guarantees  an  obligation 
whose  proceeds  finance  construction,  re¬ 
construction,  or  reconditioning  during 
the  Interim  before  a  completed  vessel  Is 
delivered  to  its  owner) : 

(a)  Payment  first,  from  sources  other 
than  the  guaranteed  obligation,  by  and 
for  the  account  of  the  obligor,  of  not  less 
than  25  percent  of  the  actual  cost,  and 
thereafter  for  payment  by  the  obligee 
directly  to  the  shipyard  or  other  con¬ 
tractor,  except  where  payment  reim¬ 
burses  the  obligor  for  amounts  expended 
by  or  for  the  aocount  of  the  obligor  to¬ 
ward  payment  of  the  actual  cost  In  excess 
of  the  aforesaid  25  percent  of  the  actual 
cost.  No  payment  shall,  however,  be  made 
by  the  obligee  until  work  representing  25 
percent  of  the  actual  cost  shall  have  been 
performed  and  paid  for  and  payments  by 
the  obligee  shall  at  no  time  exceed  75 
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percent  of  the  actual  cost  of  work  per¬ 
formed  to  the  date  of  payment. 

(b)  Vesting  of  title  to  the  vessel  in 
the  obligor  aocording  to  payments  made 
subject  only  to  the  Hen  or  other  rights 
of  the  shipyard  or  contractor  for  addi¬ 
tional  amounts  due  and  unpaid  or  the 
lien  or  other  rights  of  the  Secretary  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (c)  (5)  (iil) 
(/)  of  this  section. 

(c)  The  shipyard  or  contractor  fur¬ 
nishing  satisfactory  insurance  and  a  sat¬ 
isfactory  performance  and  payment 
bond. 

(d)  Performance  of  work  substantially 
in  accordance  with  the  contract  plans 
and  specifications  approved  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary;  approval  by  the  Secretary  of  all 
significant  changes,  and  all  changes 
whatsoever  which  decrease  the  actual 
cost,  under  the  contract  prior  to  com¬ 
mencement  of  work  involving  the 
changed  specifications;  and  furnishing  of 
all  technical,  material  necessary  for  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  changes. 

(e)  Furnishing  to  the  Secretary  two 
copies  of  design  plans,  specifications, 
sketches,  and  working  schedules 
promptly  after  approval  by  the  owner; 
furnishing  two  copies  of  correspondence 
regarding  work  being  done  or  to  be  done 
if  required  by  the  Secretary;  and  fur¬ 
nishing  one  copy  of  the  vessel’s  certif¬ 
icates,  documents,  and  test  reports  if  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Secretary. 

(/)  A  security  agreement  on  a  vessel 
being  constructed,  assignment  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  construction  contract, 
and/or  such  other  security  or  collateral 
as  the  Secretary  In  his  discretion  may 
require. 

( g )  If  the  Secretary’s  guarantee  does 
not  terminate  with  delivery  or  redelivery, 
then  execution  and  delivery  by  the  ob¬ 
ligor  of  a  first  preferred  mortgage  of  the 
delivered  or  redelivered  vessel  and  such 
other  collateral  documents  and  assur¬ 
ances  as  the  Secretary  in  his  discretion 
may  require. 

(d)  Economic  soundness.  The  property 
or  project  with  respect  to  which  the  ob¬ 
ligation  will  be  executed  shall  not  ordi¬ 
narily  be  deemed  to  be  economically 
sound  unless; 

(1)  The  applicant  obligor  submits 
evidence  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary 
demonstrating  that  at  the  time  of  execu¬ 
tion  of  the  guarantee  the  obligor  will 
then  have  financial  resources  equal  to  at 
least  the  aggregate  of  the  following; 

(I)  An  amount  equal  to  the  difference 
between  the  actual  cost  of  construction, 
reconstruction,  or  reconditioning  (less 
any  amount  paid  on  account  thereof) 
and  the  amount  of  the  obligation  pro¬ 
posed  for  guarantee. 

(ii)  Working  capital  sufficient  to  sup¬ 
port  operations  and  to  provide  ade¬ 
quately  for  operational  contingencies. 
This  should  equal  at  least  8  percent  (but 
more  If,  in  the  Secretary’s  discretion,  cir¬ 
cumstances  warrant  it)  of  the  total  capi¬ 
talizable  cost  of  the  vessel  to  the  obligor. 
It  should,  Ideally,  consist  entirely  of  net 
working  capital  (current  assets  minus 
current  liabilities).  Some  portion  of  It 
may.  however,  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary,  consist  of  readily  convertible 
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investments,  other  assets  readily  capable 
of  being  used  to  generate  net  working 
capital,  lines  of  credit,  or  a  co-maker 
or  guarantor  with  sufficient  financial  re¬ 
sources  to  guarantee  payment  of  the  first 
year  or  more  of  installments  maturing 
under  the  guaranteed  obligation.  Con¬ 
sideration  will  be  given  to  the  individual¬ 
ity  of  each  applicant  obligor’s  financial 
circumstances.  On  balance,  however,  an 
applicant  obligor  must  be  able  success¬ 
fully  to  demonstrate  to  the  Secretary’s 
satisfaction  that  sufficient  (after  making 
provision  for  a  conservation  estimate  of 
initial  operational  cash  flow)  working 
capital  is  or  will  be  readily  available  to 
support  the  vessel’s  operation  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  adequately  for  normal  contingencies. 

(iii)  Adequate  arrangements  for  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  first  year’s  premium  for  ves¬ 
sel  insurance  (including  hull  and  ma¬ 
chinery,  breach  of  warranty,  protection 
and  indemnity  if  applicable,  and  such 
other  insurances  as  the  Secretary,  in  his 
discretion,  may  require).  Ideally,  the 
premium  for  all  required  insurances 
should  be  paid  in  advance.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will,  however,  consider  allowing  pre¬ 
mium  fiancing  of  some  portion  of  the 
total  premium  If,  in  his  discretion,  an  ap¬ 
plicant  obligor’s  overall  financial  situa¬ 
tion  warrants  such. 

<iv)  The  first  year’s  obligation  guar¬ 
antee  fee. 

(v)  Any  additional  amounts  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  to  be  necessary 
or  appropriate  to  the  project  under  the 
circumstances  of  each  Individual  case. 
The  availability  of  financial  resources  re¬ 
quired  by  this  paragraph  (d)  shall  not, 
however,  be  the  full  test  of  economic 
soundness,  but  merely  the  minimum  ac¬ 
ceptable. 

(2)  The  obligor  and  its  project  is 
deemed  satisfactory  by  the  Secretary 
after  having  taken  into  account  the  fol¬ 
lowing  credit  factors: 

(i)  The  obligor  must  be  of  established 
integrity.  Responsible  and  cooperative 
management  must  be  evident.  Field  anal¬ 
ysis  shall  Include  a  careful  evaluation 
of  character,  experience,  and  past  rec¬ 
ord  and  prospects  of  management  in  fi¬ 
nance  and  fisheries  operations. 

(ii)  The  obligor  must  prospectively 
be  able  to  meet  obligations,  continue 
business  operations,  and  protect  the 
Secretary  against  undue  risk.  The  obli¬ 
gor’s  (and  that  of  its  related  interests) 
total  assets  controlled,  equity  owned, 
contingent  liabilities,  and  history  of 
earnings  to  date  are  significant  measures 
of  financial  responsibility  and  shall  be 
carefully  evaluated  during  field  analysis. 

(ill)  A  determination  of  the  obligor's 
repayment  capacity  requires  a  careful 
field  analysis  of  cash  flow  history  and  a 
projection  from  that  history  of  cash  flow 
prospects.  A  cash  flow  projection  shall 
reflect  cash  generation  from  the  obligor’s 
fisheries  operations  and  all  other  sources. 
Ordinarily  the  projection  of  cash  flow 
from  fisheries  operations  shall  be  suffi¬ 
cient  to  meet  all  obligations  and  provide 
a  reasonable  remainder  for  normal  con¬ 
tingencies.  Field  analysis  shall  include  a 
cash  flow  projection  over  the  life  of  the 
obligation  proposed  for  guarantee  which 
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shall  be  based  upon  a  careful  evaluation 
of  the  obligor’s  vessel,  type  of  fisheries 
operation,  area  of  operation,  and  the 
present  and  prospective  status,  over  the 
life  of  the  guarantee,  of  the  fisheries  re¬ 
sources  for  which  the  obligor  will  oper¬ 
ate.  The  prospects  of  cash  flow,  pro¬ 
jected  from  the  obligor’s  past  cash  flow 
history  and  suitably  adjusted  for  the 
change  in  the  obligor’s  circumstances  to 
be  effected  by  the  obligation  proposed  for 
guarantee,  shall  be  compared  with  an 
average  cash  flow  history  of  successful 
operators  (compiled  and  maintained  by 
each  Regional  Financial  Assistance  Divi¬ 
sion  office)  of  similar  vessels  operating  in 
the  same  area  for  the  same  fisheries  re¬ 
sources.  Whenever  the  obligor’s  cash  flow 
1s  projected  to  be  materially  below  that 
average,  the  application  shall  ordinarily 
be  declined. 

(iv)  Collateral  requirements  are  dic¬ 
tated  by  the  strengths  or  weaknesses  of 
all  credit  factors.  The  collateral  required 
shall  reasonably  protect  the  Secretary 
and  provide  the  necessary  control  of 
equity  and  repayment.  Personal  liability 
or  entity  liability,  in  the  form  of  co¬ 
makers  or  guarantors,  shall  be  required 
as  circumstances  warrant  in  order  to 
provide  additional  security  for  the  Sec¬ 
retary’s  guarantee  and  to  assure  that 
the  assets  of  the  principal  interests 
which  stand  to  benefit  most  by  the  proj¬ 
ect  proposed  for  guarantee  are  held  ac¬ 
countable.  Careful  field  analysis  shall  be 
made  of  the  credit  factors  relevant  to 
such  co-makers  or  guarantors,  and  their 
related  interests,  in  order  to  assure  that 
their  liability  actually  provides  the  de¬ 
sired  additional  security  for  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  guarantee.  The  availability  of  a 
co-maker  or  guarantor  with  a  strong  fi¬ 
nancial  position  is  a  material  credit  fac¬ 
tor  and  may  be  used  to  offset  weak 
credit  factors  otherwise  associated  with 
an  applicant  obligor. 

(v)  The  availability  to  the  obligor  of 
able  and  experienced  masters  and  crews 
is  of  primary  importance  and  may  affect 
the  weight  placed  upon  other  credit  fac¬ 
tors.  Field  analysis  shall  include  a  care¬ 
ful  evaluation  of  the  prospective  master’s 
ability  and  experience  if  such  a  master 
has  been  chosen  and/or  of  the  arrange¬ 
ments  made  to  secure  the  services  of  able 
and  experienced  masters  and  crews. 

(vi)  Every  reasonable  effort  shall  be 
made,  prior  to  execution  of  a  guarantee 
or  a  commitment  to  guarantee,  to  deter¬ 
mine  that  the  project  under  application 
will  result  in  a  profit  by  virtue  of  the 
fisheries  operations  intended  to  be  pur¬ 
sued,  the  estimated  expenses  of  the 
obligor,  the  earnings  projected  for  the 
project,  the  character,  integrity,  and 
management  ability  of  the  obligor,  the 
availability  to  the  obligor  of  experienced 
masters  and  crews,  and  all  other  rele¬ 
vant  factors.  Economic  soundness,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  the  area  of  fisheries  opera¬ 
tions,  is  not,  however,  an  exact  cisence. 
A  project  must  be  tested  as  best  it  can 
and  a  judgment  must  be  made  whether 
or  not  that  project  has  a  reasonable 
chance  of  success. 

(e)  Bids.  It  is  in  the  best  interest  of 
the  obligor  to  request  and  receive  at  least 
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three  competitive  bids  for  the  project 
based  upon  plans  and  specifications  pre¬ 
viously  prepared  by  a  certified  naval  ar¬ 
chitect  (whose  cost  may  be  included  in 
the  actual  cost  for  purpose  of  guaran¬ 
tee)  .  All  applicant  obligors  shall  be 
counseled  that  it  is  In  their  best  Interest 
to  do  so. 

(1)  The  Secretary  ordinarily  shall, 
nevertheless,  require  competitive  bidding 
only  where  one  (or  more)  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  apply: 

(1)  Either  (or  both)  the  project  is 
projected  to  cost  $300,000  or  more  or  the 
project  vessel  to  be  constructed  (exclud¬ 
ing  reconstruction  or  reconditioning)  will 
be  80-feet  registered  length  or  over. 

<ii)  There  is  a  financial  or  other  rela¬ 
tionship  between  the  applicant  obligor 
and  the  contractor  proposed  for  the 
project. 

(iii)  The  project  is  unique,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  deems  the  cost  proposed  to  be  un¬ 
reasonable,  or,  for  any  other  reason,  the 
Secretary  believes  himself  unable  or  un¬ 
qualified  to  establish  an  amount  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (e)(2)  of  this 
section. 

(2)  In  all  instances  other  than  para¬ 
graph  (e)(1)  (i)  through  (iii)  of  this 
section,  the  Secretary,  taking  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  actual  cost  and/or  any 
other  factor  deemed  by  him  to  he  rele¬ 
vant,  will  determine  an  amount  which 
fairly  and  reasonably,  in  his  discretion, 
would  have  been  the  actual  cost  had 
competitive  bids  been  obtained,  which 
determination  shall  be  conclusive  for  the 
purpose  of  guarantee. 

(3)  In  the  instance  of  any  paragraph 
(e)(1)  (i)  through  (iii)  of  this  section, 
each  project  shall  be  undertaken  by  the 
firm  submitting  the  lowest  of  not  less 
than  three,  responsive,  competitive  bids 
unless: 

(i)  Less  than  three,  responsive,  com¬ 
petitive  bidders  respond  to  properly,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Secretary,  issued 
invitations,  in  which  case  the  Secretary 
may  make  a  determination  as  if  para¬ 
graph  (e)  (2)  of  this  section  were  the 
case. 

(ii)  The  Secretary  approves  accept¬ 
ance  of  a  higher  bid  because,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Secretary,  the  lowest 
bidder  cannot  adequately  accomplish  the 
project. 

(iii)  The  Secretary  approves  accept¬ 
ance  of  a  higher  bid  and  the  obligor 
agrees  that  the  amount  by  which  the 
higher  bid  exceeds  the  lowest  bid  shall 
not  constitute  any  portion  of  actual  cost 
for  the  purpose  of  guarantee. 

(iv)  The  Secretary  disapproves  all 
bids  as  unreasonable,  in  which  case  new 
invitations  may  be  Issued  to  bidders  or 
the  Secretary  may  make  a  determination 
as  if  paragraph  (e><2)  of  this  section 
were  the  case. 

(v)  Construction,  reconstruction,  or 
reconditioning  has  been  commenced  or 
completed  without  having  first  obtained 
competitive  bids,  in  which  event  the 
Secretary  will  make  a  determination  as 
if  paragraph  (e)(2)  of  this  section  were 
the  case. 

(f)  Seaxoorthiness.  All  vessels  con¬ 
structed,  reconstructed,  or  reconditioned 


with  the  aid  of  a  guaranteed  obligation, 
whether  or  not  such  vessels  serve  as 
security  for  the  Secretary’s  guarantee, 
shall  be  certified  as  in  all  respects  fit 
and  sufficient  to  withstand  all  foresee¬ 
able  conditions  of  the  Intended  service. 
For  all  newly  constructed  vessels  (recon¬ 
structed  or  reconditioned  vessels  at  the 
Secretary’s  option)  80-feet  registered 
length  and  over,  such  certification  shall 
be  provided  by  a  certified  naval  architect 
(whose  cost  may  be  included  in  the 
actual  cost  for  the  purpose  of  guaran¬ 
tee).  The  naval  architect’s  certification 
required  for  vessels  80-feet  registered 
length  or  over  need  not,  for  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  purposes,  involve  in  situ  inspection 
by  the  naval  architect  during  the  con¬ 
struction  interim  (although  such  is 
generally  more  desirable).  For  vessels 
less  than  80-feet  registered  length,  such 
certification  shall  be  provided  by  any 
competent  authority  (whose  cost  may  be 
included  in  the  actual  cost  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  guarantee)  approved  by  the 
Secretary.  Regardless  of  vessel  length 
(or  any  other  factors),  however,  the 
Secretary,  at  his  discretion,  reserves  the 
right  to  require  such  additional  tests  or 
proofs  as  individual  circumstances 
might  warrant. 

(g)  Guarantee  fee.  The  fee  fixed  by 
the  Secretary  for  any  guarantee  shall 
be: 

(1)  One-half  of  1  percent  of  the 
average  outstanding  principal  amount  of 
the  guaranteed  obligation. 

(2)  Unless  otherwise  specified  by  the 
Secretary,  paid  by  the  obligor’s  check 
payable  to  "NMFS,  NOAA,  FSFF — Com¬ 
merce”  and  delivered  to  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  addressed  to 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration,  11420  Rockville  Pike, 
Attention  NBOC  1,  Room  122,  Rockville, 
Maryland  20852,  together  with  identifi¬ 
cation  of  the  specific  guarantee  to  which 
the  fee  relates  and  the  period  covered 
by  the  payment. 

(3)  Fully  earned  when  first  due  and 
no  refund  of  earned  fees  will  be  made  by 
the  Secretary  in  the  event  the  guarantee 
is  terminated. 

(4)  If  deficient,  fully  paid  within  30 
days  of  the  Secretary’s  notice  to  the  ob¬ 
ligor  of  the  amount  of  such  deficiency. 

§  255.4  Applications. 

(a)  Purpose.  Applications  may  be  for 
guarantee  of  an  obligation  relating  to  a 
vessel  to  be  constructed,  reconstructed,  or 
reconditioned;  a  delivered  or  redelivered 
vessel;  both,  or  a  commitment  to  guar¬ 
antee  an  obligation  for  any  of  the  above. 
Applications  need  not  include  a  proposed 
obligee  until  such  a  time  as  the  Regional 
Financial  Assistance  Division  office  re¬ 
quires  the  same. 

(b)  Where  filed.  Applications  shall  be 
filed  in  duplicate  with  the  Regional  office 
of  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice’s  Financial  Assistance  Division  corre¬ 
sponding  to  the  region  in  which  the  obli¬ 
gor  conducts  its  business  on  ap  applica¬ 
tion  form  furnished  by  the  Service  ex¬ 
cept  that,  in  the  Secretary’s  discretion, 
an  application  made  other  than  by  use  of 
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the  prescribed  form  may  be  considered  if 
the  application  contains  information 
deemed  to  be  sufficient. 

(c)  Processing  of  applications.  If  it  is 
determined  on  the  basis  of  a  preliminary 
review  that  the  application  is  complete 
and  appears  to  be  in  conformity  with  the 
Act  and  this  Part  255,  the  Regional  Fi¬ 
nancial  Assistance  Division  office  will  as¬ 
sign  the  application  a  Docket  Number 
and  forward  one  copy  to  the  Chief,  Fi¬ 
nancial  Assistance  Division,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235.  The  Regional  Financial  As¬ 
sistance  Division  office  will  then  conduct 
a  field  investigation  of  the  application. 
After  completion  of  the  field  investiga¬ 
tion,  an  appropriate  report  will  be  sent 
to  the  Chief,  Financial  Assistance  Divi¬ 
sion,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.  20235  (unless  and  un¬ 
til  such  a  time  as  such  reports,  or  any 
portion  of  them,  are  no  longer,  for  cer¬ 
tain  classes  of  cases,  required  to  be  so 
sent) .  The  application  and  all  support¬ 
ing  documents  must  be  filed  in  sufficient 
time  to  permit  the  Secretary  to  make  a 
full  and  complete  investigation  and  to 
take  all  other  action  required  in  respect 
thereto,  and  in  any  event  not  later  than 
60  days  prior  to  the  date  anticipated  for 
closing  the  transaction. 

(d)  Books,  records,  and  reports.  The 
Secretary  shall  have  the  right  to  inspect 
such  books  and  records,  including  tax  re¬ 
turns.  of  the  applicant  as  the  Secretary 
in  his  discretion  may  deem  necessary.  A 
commitment  to  guarantee  an  obligation 
shall  be  made  only  upon  the  agreement 
of  the  obligee  and  obligor  to  furnish  the 
Secretary,  promptly  upon  his  request, 
such  reasonable  material  and  pertinent 
reports,  evidence,  proof,  and  information 
as  he  may  require  in  connection  with  a 
guarantee  granted  or  applied  for,  and  to 
permit  the  Secretary,  upon  his  request,  to 
make  such  reasonable  examination  and 
audit  of  records  and  books  of  account  as 
the  Secretary  may  deem  necessary  in 
connection  with  a  guarantee  granted  or 
applied  for. 

(e)  Inspection  of  property.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  or  his  agent  shall  have  access  at  all 
reasonable  times  to  all  vessels  or  other 
security  with  respect  to  which  an  obliga¬ 
tion  is  guaranteed  or  for  which  an 
application  for  guarantee  has  been  filed. 

(f)  Filing  and  investigation  fee.  The 
initial  filing  of  each  application  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  check  payable  to 
“NMFS,  NOAA,  FSFF — Commerce”  in 
the  amount  of  one-half  of  1  percent  of 
the  first  $100,000  (or  portion  thereof)  of 
the  original  principal  amount  of  the  ob¬ 
ligation  proposed  to  be  guaranteed  and 
one -quarter  of  1  percent  of  the  next 
$200,000  (or  portion  thereof)  of  the  origi¬ 
nal  principal  amount  of  the  obligation 
proposed  to  be  guaranteed  (unless  the 
Secretary’s  cost,  for  any  reason,  proves 
extraordinarily  high  in  which  case  the 
Secretary  may,  at  his  discretion,  assess  a 
higher  fee  not  to  exceed  one-half  of  1 
percent  of  the  original  principal  amount 
of  the  obligation  proposed  to  be  guaran¬ 
teed).  Fifty  dollars  of  the  payment  (or 
the  full  payment  if  less  than  $50)  will  be 
retained  by  the  Secretary  as  a  filing  fee 


regardless  of  the  subsequent  disposition 
of  the  application.  If  the  application  is 
withdrawn  before  investigation,  only  the 
filing  fee  will  be  retained.  After  investi¬ 
gation,  however,  the  full  payment  will 
ordinarily  be  retained  by  the  Secretary  if 
the  application  is  approved  (regardless  of 
whether  such  approval  is  subsequently 
canceled)  and  one-half  of  the  payment 
in  excess  of  $50  will  be  retained  if  the 
application  is  disapproved. 

§  255.5  Commitment. 

A  commitment  to  guarantee  an  obliga¬ 
tion  will,  subject  to  the  restrictions  of  the 
Act,  be  issued  by  the  Secretary  when  such 
a  commitment  is  required  prior  to  the 
actual  execution  of  the  obligation.  This 
commitment  will  provide  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  will  guarantee  an  obligation  and 
will  further  state  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  under  which  the  guarantee  will  be 
issued.  It  will  also  contain  the  covenants 
to  be  accepted  by  the  obligee  and  obligor. 
No  commitment,  nor  any  amendment  to 
a  commitment,  shall  exist  unless  re¬ 
duced  to  writing  and  duly  executed  by 
the  obligor,  the  obligee,  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary. 

§  255.6  Closing  procedure. 

The  guarantee  shall  take  effect  upon 
payment  of  the  first  year’s  guarantee  fee 
and  execution  of  the  guarantee  by  all 
parties  required  to  execute. 

§  255.7  Default. 

In  the  event  of  default  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  payment  as  a  result  thereof  of  any 
portion  of  a  guaranteed  obligation,  an 
investigation  will  be  promptly  made, to 
determine  if  the  interest  of  the  United 
States  requires,  in  the  Secretary’s  dis¬ 
cretion,  immediate  foreclosure  upon  the 
Secretary’s  security.  If  a  determination 
is  made  that  the  interest  of  the  United 
States  does  not  require  immediate  fore¬ 
closure  and  the  obligor  demonstrates  to 
the  Secretary’s  satisfaction  that  all  de¬ 
faults  can  and  will  be  remedied,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may,  in  his  discretion  and  under 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  may 
prescribe,  enter  into  a  written  agreement 
with  the  obligor  allowing  it  an  additional 
period,  ordinarily  not  to  exceed  7  months 
from  the  date  of  the  Secretary’s  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  guaranteed  obligation  (but 
for  such  shorter  or  longer  periods  as 
the  Secretary  may  in  his  discretion  pre¬ 
scribe)  ,  in  which  to  remedy  all  defaults 
and  pay  to  the  Secretary  the  full  amount 
owed  the  United  States.  Such  an  agree¬ 
ment  shall  provide  for  the  obligor’s  per¬ 
formance  of  regular  and  periodic  condi¬ 
tions  designed  to  assure  remedy  of  all 
defaults  and  payment  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  full  amount  owed  the  United 
States  within  the  period  allowed.  Such 
an  agreement  shall  not  constitute  the 
Secretary’s  waiver  of  any  past,  present, 
or  future  default,  but  shall  merely  allow 
the  obligor  to  possess  and  operate  the 
Secretary’s  security  at  the  Secretary’s 
pleasure.  If,  before  expiration  of  the 
period  allowed,  the  obligor  has  substan¬ 
tially  remedied  all  defaults  (and  the  Sec¬ 
retary’s  payment  has  been  of  the  whole 
of  the  guaranteed  obligation) ,  the  Secre¬ 


tary  in  liis  discretion  may  entertain  an 
application  for  the  guarantee  of  another 
obligation  (to  the  extent  otherwise  quali¬ 
fied  and  eligible  under  the  Act  and  this 
Part  255)  which  aids  in  financing  the 
amount  owed  the  United  States.  In  any 
event,  the  Secretary  will  ordinarily  com¬ 
mence  foreclosure  proceedings  or  such 
other  action  as  the  Secretary  may  in  his 
discretion  deem  necessary  or  appropriate 
to  recovery  of  the  full  amount  owed  the 
United  States  if  such  amount  is  not  paid 
to  the  Secretary  on  or  before  expiration 
of  whatever  period  the  Secretary 
allows. 

§  255.8  Cross  references. 

Parties  considering  a  Title  XI  guaran¬ 
tee  should  be  aware  of  the  following: 

(a)  Part  253  of  this  chapter  estab¬ 
lishes  the  conditions  under  which  Capi¬ 
tal  Construction  Funds  for  fishing  ves¬ 
sels  may  be  established  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  21  of  the  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  1018)  which 
amended  section  607  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended  (46  U.S.C. 
1177).  These  provisions  allow  deferment 
of  taxation  on  certain  income,  including 
that  derived  from  fishing  operations, 
when  such  income  is  deposited  into  a 
Capital  Construction  Fund  for  subse¬ 
quent  qualification  as  a  withdrawal  for 
acquisition,  construction,  or  reconstruc¬ 
tion  of,  among  other  things,  fishing  ves¬ 
sels.  Such  income  may,  for  example, 
under  certain  circumstances  be  deposited 
and  withdrawn  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
the  installments  of  an  obligation  guar¬ 
anteed  under  this  Part  255. 

(b)  Part  251  of  this  chapter  establishes 
certain  fisheries  for  which  the  availabil¬ 
ity  of  both  Title  XI  guarantees  and  Capi¬ 
tal  Construction  Funds  may,  from  time 
to  time,  be  restricted  under  certain  con¬ 
ditions  to  certain  purposes. 

§  255.9  Applicability. 

The  revisions  of  §  255.3(g)  and  5  255.4 
(f )  accomplished  by  this  Part  shall  apply 
only  to  applications  for  guarantee  re¬ 
ceived  (postmark  date  controls  if  mailed; 
actual  date  of  receipt  if  personally  de¬ 
livered)  on  or  after  May  17,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11348  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


Title  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  ENERGY  OFFICE 

PART  211— MANDATORY  PETROLEUM 
ALLOCATION  REGULATIONS 

Allocation  of  Non-Bonded  Aviation  Fuel 

Section  211.145(c)  (3)  Part  211  of  Title 
10  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
concerning  the  filing  date  for  certifica¬ 
tions  by  international  air  carriers,  is 
amended. 

Because  misunderstanding  of  the  cer¬ 
tification  provisions  of  S  211.145(c)  for 
international  air  carriers  has  occurred, 
the  Federal  Energy  Office  today  is  issuing 
guidelines  for  the  preparation  of  certifi¬ 
cations  by  international  air  carriers.  To 
assure  ample  opportunity  for  suppliers^ 
and  international  air  carriers  to  study 
and  use  the  guidelines,  the  deadline  for 
an  international  air  carrier  to  submit 
the  certification  required  by  10  CFR  211.- 
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145(c)  for  the  month  of  June  1974  is 
extended  to  May  20,  1974.  Under  the  ex¬ 
isting  regulations,  the  deadline  would 
have  been  May  16,  1974.  The  require¬ 
ments  of  S  211.145(c)  (3)  (1)  for  certifica¬ 
tions  to  be  filed  by  an  International  air 
carrier  will  apply  in  future  months. 

Because  the  purpose  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  provide  immediate  guidance 
and  information  with  respect  to  the 
mandatory  petroleum  allocation  rules 
and  regulations,  the  Federal  Energy 
Office  finds  that  normal  rulemaking  pro¬ 
cedure  is  inapplicable  and  that  good 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

cause  exists  for  making  these  amend¬ 
ments  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  at 

1973,  Pub.  L.  92-109,  E.O.  11748,  38  FR  33570). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  10 
CFR  Part  211  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below,  effective  immediately. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  May  16, 

1974. 

William  N.  Walker, 
General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Office. 


1.  Section  211.145(c)  (3)  is  amended  to 
add  S  211.145(c)  (3)  (ill)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  211.145  Method  of  allocation. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  *  *  * 

(3)  *  *  * 

(ill)  For  the  period  of  June  1  through 
June  30,  1974,  International  air  carriers 
shall  provide  their  suppliers  with  certifi¬ 
cations  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  by 
May  20,  1974. 

| PR  Doc.74-11561  Piled  5-16-74;  11 :54  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  3?,  NO.  97— FRIDAY,  MAY  17,  1974 


17563 


proposed  rules 


This  ssction  of  ths  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
OHM  notices  Is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
Public  Health  Service 
[  42  CFR  Part  57  ] 

PHYSICIAN  SHORTAGE  AREAS 
Scholarship  Grants 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-10980  appearing  at  page 
17106  of  the  issue  of  Monday,  May  12, 
1974,  the  following  changes  should  be 
made  in  9  57.2205(a)  (3) :  the  word  “cri¬ 
teria”  In  the  second  line  should  read 
“criterion”;  and  the  reference  in  the 
third  line  to  “paragraph  (a)  (1)  (li)  and 
(iii)"  should  read  “paragraph  (a)(1) 
(1)”. 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-CE-8] 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  transition  area  at  Clinton, 
Missouri. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Central  Region;  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64106.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  June  17, 1974  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  Informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data,  views 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64106. 

A  new  public-use  Instrument  approach 


procedure  is  being  developed  for  the 
Clinton  Memorial  Airport,  Clinton,  Mis¬ 
souri.  Consequently,  it  is  necessary  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  aircraft  executing  this  new  approach 
procedure  by  designating  a  700-foot  floor 
transition  area  at  Clinton,  Missouri. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  9  71.181  (39  FR  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Clinton,  Missoubi 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface,  within  five  miles  of 
the  Clinton,  Missouri  NDB  (latitude  38'- 
21'32"  N.,  longitude  93°41'04"  W.);  and 
within  three  miles  either  side  of  the  064' 
bearing  from  the  NDB  extending  from  the 
five-mile  radius  to  eight  miles  northeast  of 
the  MHW. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348) ,  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(0). 

Issued  In  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
April  9,  1974. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 

Acting  Director. 

Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-11353  Filed  5-1 6-74; 8: 46  am] 


[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-WE-10] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
that  would  alter  the  description  of  the 
Montague,  California  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  In 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  15000 
S.  Aviation  Boulevard,  Lawndale,  Cali¬ 
fornia  90261.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  June  17,  1974  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any 
data,  views,  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 


mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  15000  S.  Avia¬ 
tion  Boulevard,  Lawndale,  California 
90261. 

A  new  VOR,  owned  and  operated  by 
the  County  of  Siskiyou,  California,  will 
be  installed  on  the  Montague  Airport. 
The  VOR  will  be  commissioned  on  or 
about  June  15, 1974,  and  a  public  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedure  has  been  de¬ 
veloped  utilizing  the  VOR. 

The  approach  procedure  has  been 
established  with  the  Siskiyou  VOR  192’ 
T  (173°  M)  radial  for  the  procedure  turn 
and  as  the  final  approach  course.  The 
procedure  turn  will  be  authorized  within 
10  miles  of  the  INT  of  Fort  Jones  026’ 
M  and  Siskiyou  173’  M  radials.  A  transi¬ 
tion  route  will  also  be  incorporated  via 
Fort  Jones  050°  M  radial  to  intercept  the 
Siskiyou  VOR  173’  M  radial.  The  addi¬ 
tional  1,200  foot  transition  area  is  re¬ 
quired  to  provide  controlled  airspace 
protection  for  a  portion  of  the  procedure 
turn  area. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  following  airspace 
action. 

In  §  71.181  (39  FR  440)  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Montague,  Calif,  transition 
area  is  amended  by  adding:  “Within  10 
miles  E  and  7  miles  W  of  the  Siskiyou 
VOR  (latitude  41’47'10"  N.,  longitude 
122°27'50"  W.)  192’  radial  extending 
from  18  to  26  miles  S  of  the  VOR.” 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a)),  and  of  section  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California,  on 
May  8,  1974. 

Robert  O.  Blanchard, 

Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-11354  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 46  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[  49  CFR  Part  571  ] 

[Docket  No.  74-10;  Notice  3] 

FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY 
STANDARDS 

Air  Brake  System  Effective  Date  for  Trailers 
This  notice  proposes  the  amendment 
of  Standard  No.  121,  Air  brake  systems. 
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49  CFR  571.121,  to  delay  the  effective 
date  of  the  standard  as  It  applies  to  all 
trailers  until  January  1,  1975,  and  to 
delay  the  effective  date  for  a  category  of 
specialized  trailers  whose  configuration 
makes  compliance  with  the  standard 
particularly  difficult  until  September  1, 
1976.  This  notice  is  issued  concurrently 
with  an  amendment  of  Standard  121 
which  affects  all  air-brake-equipped  ve¬ 
hicles  other  than  trailers. 

A  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  af¬ 
fecting  powered  vehicles  was  published 
March  1,  1974  (39  PR  7966).  It  was  in¬ 
tended  to  resolve  problems  of  component 
availability  and  reliability  by  delay  of 
the  effective  date  of  the  standard  for  4 
months.  Trailer  manufacturers  had  not 
petitioned  at  that  time  for  similar  relief, 
but  they  generally  responded  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  with  petitions  for  a  4-month  or 
greater  delay  because  of  severe  shortages 
in  the  industry.  Fruehauf  requested  at 
least  a  3-month  delay.  Great  Dane  ex¬ 
pressed  concern  about  supplies  but  did 
not  request  a  delay  in  the  effective  date. 
Wagner  Electric  indicated  its  readiness 
to  supply  components  for  the  present  ef¬ 
fective  date.  American  Railroad  Truck 
Line  Association  petitioned  for  total  ex¬ 
emption  of  the  trailers  it  operates  from 
the  standard. 

The  NHTSA  has  determined  that  the 
major  suppliers  of  trailer  axles  may  be 
able  to  provide  the  new  components 
shortly  before  the  September  1,  1974, 
effective  date,  but  that  insufficient  time 
would  remain  for  manufacturers  to  bring 
the  new  components  into  production. 
Shortages  of  some  materials  unrelated 
to  the  safety  standards  compounded  the 
difficulty  of  an  organized  transition  to 
121-type  vehicles. 

Nabors  Trailers  suggested  that  only  a 
percentage  of  trailer  production  be  re¬ 
quired  to  meet  the  standard  at  first. 
Timpte  proposed  that  trailers  on  order  at 
the  time  of  the  effective  date  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  the  requirements.  Both  of 
these  proposals  are  prohibited  by  §  108 
fa)  (1)  of  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Act  of  1966  which  states: 

"No  person  shall — (1)  manufacture  for 
sale  •  *  •  any  motor  vehicle  •  *  •  manu¬ 
factured  on  or  after  the  date  any  applicable 
Federal  motor  vehicle  safety  standard  takes 
effect  under  this  title  unless  it  is  in  con¬ 
formity  with  such  standard  •  • 

Many  manufacturers  have  inquired 
whether  a  trailer  which  is  substantially 
complete  before  the  effective  date  but 
lacks  one  or  more  parts  due  to  parts 
shortages  can  be  certified  as  conforming 
although  it  is  equipped  with  a  pre-121 
brake  system.  By  analogy  with  the  rules 
allowing  manufacturers  to  omit  “read¬ 
ily  attachable”  items  to  be  added  later 
in  the  chain  of  distribution  (Import  reg¬ 
ulations  section  12.80,  Parts  567,  568), 
the  NHTSA  will  accept  a  good-faith  de¬ 
termination  that  a  vehicle  is  substan¬ 
tially  completed,  where  only  a  few  parts 
subject  to  shortages  are  missing. 

The  NHTSA  has  delayed  the  applica¬ 
bility  of  Standard  121  as  it  applies  to 
“special  permit”  vehicles  (at  least  108 
inches  wide  or  equipped  with  a  24,000 
pound  axle)  because  of  the  particular 


problems  which  result  from  their  special¬ 
ized  configuration  and  low  production 
volumes.  These  problems  have  received  a 
lower  priority  than  those  of  standard 
highway  vehicles  in  the  engineering  and 
production  schedules  of  suppliers.  Spe¬ 
cialized  trailer  manufacturers  and  the 
Truck  Trailer  Manufacturers  Associa¬ 
tion  (TTMA)  objected  that  the  NHTSA 
description  of  “special  permit”  vehicles 
was  too  narrow  to  include  the  majority 
of  specialized  trailers  whose  configura¬ 
tion  makes  compliance  even  more  dif¬ 
ficult  than  is  the  case  for  trucks.  Typi¬ 
cally  these  trailers  require  smaller  than 
normal  wheels,  tailored  axle  configura¬ 
tions,  and  adjustable  chassis  plumbing 
to  serve  their  purpose  as  special  cargo 
haulers.  The  small  brakes  and  convoluted 
brake  lines  cannot  meet  all  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  standard  at  this  time.  As 
justification  for  postponing  the  applica- 
bility  of  the  standard  to  these  trailers, 
the  TTMA  cites  an  impressive  safety  rec¬ 
ord  for  their  operation  in  a  loaded  and 
unloaded  condition.  When  loaded,  the 
trailers  are  generally  restricted  to  20 
mi/h  by  their  tires.  The  trailers  in  ques¬ 
tion  comprise  less  than  3  percent  of  an¬ 
nual  trailer  production. 

A  new  definition  would  be  added  to  the 
standard  to  distinguish  this  specialized 
class  from  standard  trailers.  The  sig¬ 
nificant  characteristics  of  the  class  are 
small  wheel  size  and  complicated  chassis 
plumbing  which  makes  compliance  with 
brake  power  and  brake  actuation  and  re¬ 
lease  times  more  difficult.  These  charac¬ 
teristics  are  found  on  trailers  with  a  par¬ 
ticularly  low  bed,  or  with  a  frame  which 
extends  or  separates  to  accommodate 
loading  of  special  cargo,  and  “Heavy 
hauler  trailer”  would  therefore  be  defined 
in  these  terms. 

Specialized  trailer  manufacturers  re¬ 
quested  additional  relief  with  regard  to 
brake  actuation  and  release  times,  dyna¬ 
mometer  testing,  and  test  speed  in  the 
loaded  condition.  The  NHTSA  concludes 
that  it  needs  more  information  concern¬ 
ing  the  ability  of  specialized  trailers  to 
meet  the  standard  before  further  changes 
are  made  in  this  area.  At  this  time  the 
NHTSA  proposes  a  delay  of  4  months  in 
the  effective  date  for  all  trailers,  and  a 
delay  of  2  years  for  the  “Heavy  hauler 
trailer”  category. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  that  Standard  No.  121  (49 
CFR  571.121)  be  amended  as  follows: 

1.  S3  would  be  amended  to  read: 

S3.  Application.  This  standard  applies 
to  trucks,  buses,  and  trailers  equipped 
with  air  brake  systems.  However,  it  does 
not  apply  to  a  fire  fighting  vehicle  manu¬ 
factured  before  September  1,  1975,  or  a 
heavy  hauler  trailer  manufactured  be¬ 
fore  September  1,  1976,  or  to  any  ve¬ 
hicle  manufactured  before  September  1, 
1976,  that  has  an  overall  width  of  108 
inches  or  more  or  that  has  a  gross  axle 
weight  rating  for  any  axle  of  24,000 
pounds  or  more. 

2.  A  new  definition  would  be  added  to 
S4.  to  read: 

“Heavy  hauler  trailer”  means  a  trailer 
with  one  or  more  of  the  following  char¬ 
acteristics: 


(1)  Its  brake  lines  are  designed  to 
adapt  to  separation  or  extension  of  the 
vehicle  frame;  or 

(2)  Its  body  consists  of  a  platform 
whose  primary  cargo-carrying  surface 
Is  not  more  than  40  inches  above  the 
ground  in  an  unloaded  condition. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  the  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  to:  Docket  Sec¬ 
tion,  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh 
Street,  SW  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It 
is  requested  but  not  required  that  10 
copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered,  and 
will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  comments  filed  after  the  closing 
date  will  also  be  considered.  However, 
the  rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at 
any  time  after  that  date,  and  comments 
received  after  the  closing  date  and  too 
late  for  consideration  in  regard  to  the 
action  will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for 
future  rulemaking.  The  NHTSA  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  file  relevant  material  as  it  be¬ 
comes  available  in  the  docket  after  the 
closing  date,  usd  it  is  recommended 
that  interested  persons  continue  to  ex¬ 
amine  the  docket  for  new  material. 

Comment  closing  date.  June  17,  1974. 

Proposed  effective  date.  It  is  proposed 
that  the  effective  date  of  Standard  121 
for  trailers  be  January  1, 1975. 

(Sec s.  103,  100,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718. 
15  UJS.C.  1393,  1407;  delegations  of  authority 
at  49  CFR  1.51  and  49  CFR  501.8) 

Issued  on  May  14, 1974. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator , 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.74-11404  FUed  5-14-74;2:01  pm] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[14  CFR  Part  378] 

[Special  Regs.  Docket  No.  26712;  SPDR-36) 

INCLUSIVE  TOUR  CHARTERS 

ITC  Services,  Advertising  and  Marketing 
Controls 

May  14, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  an  amendment  to  Part  378  of  its 
Special  regulations  (14  CFR  Part  378)  to 
provide  some  additional  controls  over  the 
advertising  and  marketing  of  ITC  serv¬ 
ices.  The  principal  features  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  are  set  forth  in  the  attached 
Explanatory  Statement  and  the  proposed 
amendment  is  set  forth  in  the  proposed 
rule.  The  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sections  101(3),  204(2), 
401  and  402  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (72  Stat.  737,  743. 
754  and  757;  49  U.S.C.  1301,  1324,  1371 
and  1372). 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  through  sub- 
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mission  of  twelve  (12)  copies  of  written 
data,  views  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto,  addressed  to  the  Docket  Section, 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428.  All  relevant  material  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  July  1,  1974,  will  be 
considered  by  the  Board  before  taking 
final  action  on  the  proposed  rule.  Copies 
of  such  communications  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
in  the  Docket  Section  of  the  Board, 
Room  710,  Universal  Building,  1825  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
upon  receipt  thereof. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated:  May  14, 1974. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

Explanatory  Statement 

Part  378  of  the  Board’s  Special  Regula¬ 
tions  establishes  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  which  govern  the  operation  of  in¬ 
clusive  tour  charters  in  interstate,  over¬ 
seas,  and  foreign  air  transportation  by 
tour  operators.  This  type  of  special  char¬ 
ter  had  traditionally  been  performable 
only  by  U.S.  supplemental  carriers  and 
foreign  charter  carriers.  When  the  Board 
proposed  in  1973  to  extend  to  U.S.  and 
foreign  route  carriers  the  authority  to 
carry  this  type  of  charter,1 2 *  the  American 
Society  of  Travel  Agents,  Inc.  (ASTA), 
the  United  States  Tour  Operators  As¬ 
sociation,  and  a  number  of  individual 
tour  operators  urged  the  Board  to  adopt 
restrictions  and  requirements  which 
would  insure  the  independence  of  inclu¬ 
sive  tour  operators  from  direct  air  car¬ 
riers.  The  tour  operators  feared  that  in 
the  absence  of  such  restrictions  the  route 
carriers  would  be  provided  with  economic 
leverage  to  control  the  itinerary,  price, 
content  and  all  other  important  compo¬ 
nents  of  the  ITC  programs. 

In  adopting  its  final  rules  in  that  pro¬ 
ceeding,  the  Board  declined  to  pass  on 
the  tour  operators  request,  but  stated, 
“we  do  recognize  that  there  may  be  merit 
in  the  request  for  rules  designed  to  as¬ 
sure  the  independence  of  tour  operators 
from  direct  air  carriers,  and  therefore  we 
intend  to  analyze  the  problems  raised  by 
the  tour  operators  in  order  to  determine 
whether  to  institute  a  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  this  area.’’  * 

Subsequently,  a  petition  for  a  rule 
making  proceeding  to  amend  Part  378 
was  filed  by  the  United  States  Tour  Op¬ 
erators  Association  and  U.S.  Independ¬ 
ent  Tour  Operators.4 *  The  petitioners  re¬ 
quested  that  the  restrictions  which  the 
Board  had  mentioned  as  possibly  having 
merit  be  adopted.4  These  provisions 
would : 

( 1 )  Prohibit  the  direct  air  carrier  from 
furnishing,  participating  in  or  subsidiz¬ 


1  EDR-240/ SPDR-3 1 ,  January  9, 1973,  38  FR 

1396. 

2  Regulation  ER-806,  July  17,  1973,  p.  15. 

The  Board  also  rejected  outright  certain  “un¬ 

duly  restrictive”  conditions  proposed  for  ITC 

operators.  Id.,  Note  20. 

*  Docket  25808. 

*  ER-806,  p.  14,  Note  19, 


ing  the  advertising  or  promotion  of  ITC 
programs: 

(2)  Require  explicity  that  ITC’s  must 
be  arranged  and  sold  solely  by  tour  op¬ 
erators  acting  as  independent  principals 
and  not  as  agents  for  direct  air  carriers: 

(3)  Require  to  be  filed  with  the  Board 
all  contracts  or  agreements  between  the 
direct  air  carrier  and  the  tour  operator 
with  respect  to  financial  transactions  af¬ 
fecting  a  tour  program  made  prior  to  or 
following  a  particular  ITC  flight; 

(4)  Prohibit  direct  air  carriers  from 
making  available  any  of  their  employees 
and  facilities  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
motion  and  sale  of  ITC  programs:  and 

(5)  Prohibit  the  use  of  promotional 
materials  which  list  the  name  of  the  car¬ 
rier  more  prominently  than  that  of  the 
tour  operator  or  which  are  so  structured 
as  to  give  the  impression  that  the  tour  is 
being  offered  by  the  carrier  instead  of 
the  tour  operator. 

In  an  answer  filed  by  Certain  Trunk¬ 
line  Carriers,6  it  was  argued  that  the 
Board  should  deny  the  petition,  because 
the  direct  air  carriers  should  be  allowed 
to  contribute  their  expertise  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  and  promotion  of  ITCs.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  they  contend  that  direct  air  car¬ 
riers  should  be  allowed  to  provide  tour 
operators  with  photographs  and  textual 
material  which  the  tour  operators  may 
use  in  their  advertising,  and  sales  tools 
and  personnel  to  aid  in  the  promotion  of 
the  tours.  Further,  since  they  have  far 
greater  identity  than  tour  operators,  the 
carriers  believe  that  it  should  be  per¬ 
missible  to  have  their  names  displayed 
more  prominently  in  advertisements. 
Furthermore,  the  trunkline  carriers  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  tour  operators’  proposal 
that  all  contracts  and  agreements  be¬ 
tween  the  direct  air  carrier  and  tour 
operator  with  respect  to  financial  trans¬ 
actions  be  filed  with  the  Board  would 
burden  the  carriers  as  well  as  the  Board 
and  would  be  unnecessary  because  char¬ 
ter  contracts  must  be  preserved  and  are 
open  to  Board  inspection  at  any  time.  In 
sum,  these  direct  air  carriers  seek  rejec¬ 
tion  of  the  rule  making  to  restrict  their 
relations  with  tour  operators  in  order  not 
to  “unduly  hamper  development  of  the 
ITC  mode’’  and  because  “carriers  must 
be  allowed  to  pass  judgment  on  the  qual¬ 
ity  of  ITC  programs  which  involve  their 
good  names.” 

The  Board  tentatively  finds  that  pro¬ 
posals  (1),  (4),  and  (5),  as  described 
above,  should  be  adopted  and  reflected  in 
two  new  provisions  of  Part  378  as  set 
forth  below.*  The  first  new  provision 
would  prohibit  the  tour  operator  from 
using  advertising  or  promotional  ma¬ 
terials  in  furtherance  of  one  or  more 
ITC’s  which  display  the  direct  air  car¬ 
rier’s  name  and  role  in  larger  type  or 


6  American  Airlines,  Inc.,  Braniff  Airways, 
Inc.,  Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Delta  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  National 
Airlines,  Inc.,  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  Pan 
American  World  Airways,  Inc.,  and  Trans 
World  Airlines,  Inc. 

•  To  the  extent  not  granted  herein,  the  peti¬ 
tion  for  rule  making  in  Docket  No.  25808  is 
denied. 


more  prominently  than  the  name  of  the 
tour  operator  or  otherwise  creates  the 
impression  that  the  tour  or  tour  program 
is  being  offered  by  the  direct  air  car¬ 
rier  rather  than  the  tour  operator.  The 
second  new  provision  would  prohibit  di¬ 
rect  air  carriers  performing  ITC’s  from 
furnishing  money,  labor,  services  or  any 
other  thing  of  value  to  a  tour  operator 
for  the  purpose  of  advertising  or  pro¬ 
moting  inclusive  tours  or  otherwise  par¬ 
ticipating  in  the  advertising  or  promo¬ 
tion  of  particular  inclusive  tour  pro¬ 
grams.7  It  is  our  tentative  conclusion 
that  these  provisions  would  provide  an 
appropriate  degree  of  separation  be¬ 
tween  tour  operators  and  direct  air  car¬ 
riers  to  maximize  the  desired  develop¬ 
ment  of  inclusive  tours.8 

The  Board  also  finds  that  proposals 
(2)  and  (3),  as  described  above,  should 
be  rejected.  Proposal  (2) ,  which  requires 
that  ITC’s  be  arranged  and  sold  solely 
by  tour  operators  acting  as  independent 
principals  and  not  as  agents  for  direct  air 
carriers,  has  already  been  adopted  in 
§  378.2(b)  (6)  .*  Proposal  (3),  which  re¬ 
quires  that  all  contracts  and  agreements 
between  the  direct  air  carrier  and  the 
tour  operator  with  respect  to  financial 
transactions  affecting  a  tour  program 
made  prior  to  or  following  a  particular 
ITC  flight  be  filed  with  the  Board,  is  un¬ 
necessary.  Section  412  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  already  requires  that  air 
carriers  file  with  the  Board  contracts 
and  agreements  between  themselves  af¬ 
fecting  air  transportation,  and  section 
378.13  presently  requires  that  charter 
contracts  for  inclusive  tours  be  filed  with 
the  Board  as  part  of  the  tour  prospectus. 

The  provisions  herein  proposed  would 
expressly  apply  to  “foreign  tour  opera¬ 
tors.”  However,  by  adding  these  provi¬ 
sions  to  §  387.12,  we  would  assure  that 
their  application  to  foreign  tour  opera¬ 
tors  is  limited  to  those  defined  in  sub- 
paragraph  (ii)  of  §  378.2 (d-1).,  i.e.,  those 
holding  section  402  permits  to  form  U.S.- 
originating  inclusive  tour  groups. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  378  of  the 
Board’s  Special  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  378)  asfoUows: 

Amend  §  378.12  by  redesignating  the 
present  text  of  the  section  as  paragraph 
(a)  and  adding  two  new  paragraphs,  the 
amended  section  to  read  as  follows: 

§  378.12  Methods  of  competition. 

(a)  No  tour  operator  or  foreign  tour 
operator  shall  engage  in  unfair  or -decep- 


7  Direct  air  carriers  would  be  permitted  to 
advertise  their  availability  to  provide  ITC's 
to  the  trade  rather  than  the  public. 

8  We  do  not  accept  the  view  of  Certain 
Trunkline  Carriers  that  rejection  of  these 
conditions  is  necessary  to  the  proper  devel¬ 
opment  of  ITC’s  or  that  direct  air  carriers 
must  “pass  judgment  on  the  quality  of  ITC 
programs  which  involve  their  good  names." 
It  is  our  tentative  view  that  the  direct  air 
carriers’  power  to  protect  their  reputations 
could  be  adequately  preserved  by  their  con¬ 
tinued  right  to  decide  that  they  do  or  do  not 
wish  to  enter  into  a  charter  contract  with  a 
particular  tour  operator. 

•  SPR-70,  July  17,  1973  and  ER-806,  July 
17,  1973. 
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tive  practices  or  unfair  methods  of  com¬ 
petition  in  air  transportation  or  the  sale 
thereof.  Advertising  by  tour  operators  or 
foreign  tour  operators  of  tour  prices  shall 
be  limited  to  the  total  tour  price  without 
a  breakdown  into  component  parts,  ex¬ 
cept  that  additional  charges  for  optional 
services  or  faciilites  may  be  reflected. 

(b>  No  tour  operator  or  foreign  tour 
operator  shall,  either  directly  or  indirect¬ 
ly,  use  advertising  or  other  promotional 
materials  in  furtherance  of  an  inclusive 
tour  or  program  of  such  tours  which  sets 
forth  the  name  and  role  of  the  direct  air 
carrier  in  larger  type  or  more  prominent¬ 
ly  than  that  of  the  tour  operator  or  for¬ 
eign  tour  operator,  or  which  otherwise 
creates  the  impression  that  the  tour  or 
tour  program  is  being  offered  by  the  di¬ 
rect  air  carrier  rather  than  the  tour  op¬ 
erator  or  foreign  tour  operator. 

(c)  The  direct  air  carrier  performing 
the  air  transportation  pursuant  to  an 
inclusive  tour  charter  shall  not  directly 
or  indirectly  furnish  money,  labor,  serv¬ 
ices  or  any  other  thing  of  value  to  a  tour 
operator  or  foreign  tour  operator  for  the 
purpose  of  advertising  or  promoting  in¬ 
clusive  tours,  or  otherwise  participate  in 
the  advertising  or  promotion  of  identifi¬ 
able  tour  programs:  Provided,  however. 
That  it  may  advertise  the  availability 
and  nature  of  its  inclusive  tour  charter 
services  institutionally  in  advertisements 
directed  to  tour  operators  and  foreign 
tour  operators,  rather  than  the  public. 
[FR  Doc.74-11414  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am) 


[14CFR  Part  399] 

[Docket  No.  26658;  PSDR-39] 

DECEPTIVE  PRACTICES  IN  ADVERTISING 

GROUP  INCLUSIVE  TOURS 

Proposed  Policy  Statement 

Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  74-10083  appearing  on 
page  15306  of  the  issue  for  Thursday, 
May  2,  1974,  the  Docket  Number  and 
PSDR  designation  in  brackets  should 
read  as  set  forth  above. 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[  40  CFR  Part  52  ] 

STATE  OF  WASHINGTON 
Proposed  Compliance  Schedules 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  and  40  CFR  Part  51,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  approved  with  specific  exceptions, 
tlie  State  of  Washington  plan  for  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  national  ambient  air 
quality  standards. 

In  March  1974,  the  Washington  State 
Department  of  Ecology  submitted  revi¬ 
sions  to  the  Administrator  cm  their  im¬ 
plementation  plan  in  the  form  of  com¬ 
pliance  schedules  for  the  following  com¬ 
panies: 


Source:  Location 

Boise  Cascade  Corp _  Yakima. 

Inland  Empire  Pea 

Growers  _  Spokane. 

Long  Lake  Lumber _  Spokane. 

Mutual  Materials _  Tacoma. 

Weyerhaeuser  _  Raymond. 


The  Administrator  is  required  by  sec¬ 
tion  110  of  the  Act  to  approve  or  dis¬ 
approve  any  revision  of  an  implementa¬ 
tion  plan  submitted  by  a  State.  There¬ 
fore,  public  comment  is  invited  on 
whether  the  Administrator  should  ap¬ 
prove  or  disapprove  the  compliance 
schedules  names  above  as  revisions  to 
the  State  plan. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  revisions  are 
available  for  public  inspection  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  Office  of 
EPA,  Region  X,  1200  Sixth  Avenue,  Seat¬ 
tle,  Washington  98101;  the  Department 
of  Ecology,  St.  Martin’s  College,  Olympia, 
Washington  98504;  Yakima  County 
Clean  Air  Authority,  Room  201,  Yakima 
County  Courthouse,  Yakima,  Washington 
98901;  Southwest  Air  Pollution  Control 
Authority,  7601-H  N.E.  Hazel  Dell  Ave¬ 
nue,  Vancouver,  Washington  98665 ;  Spo¬ 
kane  County  Air  Pollution  Control  Au¬ 
thority,  N.  811  Jefferson,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington  98201 ;  and  at  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Center,  EPA,  Room  232,  401 
M  Street  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
comments,  preferably  in  triplicate  to  the 
Regional  Administrator,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  X,  1200  Sixth 
Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington  98101,  At¬ 
tention:  J.  Akins.  Relevant  comments  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  June  17, 1974,  will  be 
considered  and  will  be  available  during 
normal  working  hours  at  the  Region  X 
Office. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  authority  of  section  110(a) 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1857c-5(a) ). 

Dated:  May  13, 1974. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

[FR  Doa.74-11480  FHed  5-16-74(8:48  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47  CFR  Parts  2, 87] 

[Docket  No.  20041,  PCC  74-479;  RM  No.  2298] 

NATURAL  RESOURCE  USES 
Designation  of  Discrete  Frequency 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Parts 
2  and  87  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to 
designate  a  discrete  frequency  for  nat¬ 
ural  resources  uses. 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  the  above-entitled  mat¬ 
ter. 

2.  We  have  been  requested  by  the  In¬ 
ternational  Association  of  Natural  Re¬ 
source  Pilots,  and  the  National  Associa¬ 
tion  of  State  Foresters  to  designate  an 
“aeronautical  frequency  for  discrete  use 
by  Federal  and  State  natural  resource 
agencies  and  others.”  These  associations 
state  that  the  requested  frequency  would 
be  used  as  an  air-to-air  and  air-to- 
ground  frequency  for  coordinating  pro¬ 
grams  including  forestry  management 
and  fire  suppression,  fish  and  game  man¬ 
agement  and  protection,  environmental 
monitoring  and  protection,  and  other  re¬ 
lated  programs.  They  further  state  that 
existing  frequencies  available  for  these 


purposes  are  also  heavily  used  for  other 
purposes  and  the  resulting  confusion  ad¬ 
versely  affects  the  efficiency  and  safety 
of  natural  resource  operations. 

3.  Following  our  public  notice  of  this 
request  for  a  rule  change,  we  received 
comments  favoring  the  change  from ;  Joe 
Marbach,  Chief  Pilot  of  the  South  Da¬ 
kota  Department  of  (Same,  Fish  and 
Parks;  Walter  R.  Reeve,  Chief  Pilot  of 
the  State  of  Illinois  Department  of  Con¬ 
servation;  Lynn  A.  Green  wait.  Director. 
Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  and 
Erwin  L.  Boeker,  Wildlife  Biologist  and 
Pilot  of  that  Bureau;  Robert  E.  Walker, 
President,  Forestry,  Conservation  Com¬ 
munications  Association;  L.  P.  Voigt, 
Secretary,  and  K.  L.  Beghin,  Chief,  Aero¬ 
nautics  Section,  State  of  Wisconsin,  De¬ 
partment  of  Natural  Resources;  Francis 
N.  Satterlee,  Information  Office/Pilot, 
Commission  of  Game  and  Inland  Fish¬ 
eries,  Commonwealth  of  Virginia;  and 
J.  E.  Schroeder,  State  Forester,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Forestry,  State  of  Oregon. 

4.  We  believe  this  request  is  reasonable 
and  necessary  and  should  be  granted 
and  we  propose  that  the  aeronautical 
frequency  122.925  MHz  be  designated  in 
our  rules,  as  shown  in  the  attached  Ap¬ 
pendix,  as  a  discrete  natural  resources 
aeronautical  frequency.  This  frequency 
is  available  as  a  result  of  our  recent  25 
kHz  "channel  splitting”  rule  changes  and 
is  now  assigned  only  for  air  traffic  con¬ 
trol  operations.  Additionally,  this  rule 
making  has  been  coordinated  and  re¬ 
ceived  no  objections  from  the  IRAC. 

5.  The  proposed  amendments  to  the 
rules  are  issued  pursuant  to  authority 
contained  in  sections  4(i)  and  303  (b), 
(e) ,  (g)  and  <r)  of  the  Communications 
Aot  of  1934.  as  amended. 

6.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  forth  in  9  1.415  of  the  Cornwriscion’s 
rules,  interested  persons  may  Me  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  June  21,  1974,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  July  1, 1974. 
All  relevant  and  timely  comments  and 
reply  comments  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  before  final  action  Is  taken 
In  this  proceeding.  In  reaching  its  deci¬ 
sion  In  this  proceeding,  the  Commission 
may  also  take  into  account  other  rele¬ 
vant  information  before  It,  in  addition  to 
the  specific  comments  Invited  by  this 
notice. 

7.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
9  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an 
original  and  14  copies  of  all  statements, 
briefs  or  comments  filed  shall  be  fur¬ 
nished  to  the  Commission.  Responses  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Reference  Room  at  its 
headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  May  8, 1974. 

Released:  May  10, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 


1  Commissioner  Quello  not  participating. 
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Parts  2  and  87  of  Chapter  I  of  47  CFR 
are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  1  2.106  Table  of  Frequency  Allo¬ 
cations  a  new  footnote  indicator  (US 
213)  is  added  in  column  5  for  the  fre¬ 
quency  band  121.9625-123.0875  MHz,  and 
a  new  US  footnote  (US  213)  is  added  at 
the  end  of  the  US  footnotes  as  follows: 

S  2.106  Table  of  Frequency  Allocations. 
•  •  •  *  • 

United  States 


Band  (Milt) 
i 


•  •  •  •  •  • 

121.9025-123.0875 

(U829) 

(U830) 

(U831) 

(U880) 

(U685) 

(U8102) 

(VS213) 


U.S.  Footnotes 
•  •  *  •  • 

US213  The  frequency  122.926  MHz  la  for 
the  use  by  Federal  or  State  natural  resource 
agencies,  for  communications  with  or  be¬ 
tween  aircraft  when  coordinating  natural 
resources  programs  Including  forestry  man¬ 
agement  and  fire  suppression,  fish  and  game 
management  and  protection,  environmental 
monitoring  and  protection,  and  other  related 
programs. 

•  *  *  *  * 

2.  In  §  87.201(b)  the  frequency  122.925 
MHz  Is  deleted,  the  existing  paragraphs 
(e)  and  (f)  are  relettered  (f)  and  (g) 
respectively,  and  a  new  paragraph  (e) 
Is  added  as  follows: 

§  87.201  Frequencies  available. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(e)  122.925  MHz,  6A3  emission:  For 
discrete  use  for  communicating  with 
other  aircraft  or  land  stations  of  Federal 
or  State  natural  resources  agencies, 
when  coordinating  programs  Including 
forestry  management  and  fire  suppres¬ 
sion,  fish  and  game  management  and 
protection,  environmental  monitoring 
and  protection,  and  other  related  pro¬ 
grams. 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  In  S  87.271  a  new  paragraph  (c)  is 
added  as  follows: 

S  87.271  Frequencies  available. 

(c)  122.925  MHz:  This  frequency  is 
available  for  assignment  for  discrete  use 
to  communicate  with  aircraft  of  Federal 
or  State  natural  resources  agencies, 
when  coordinating  programs  including 
forestry  management  and  fire  suppres¬ 
sion,  fish  and  game  management  and 
protection,  environmental  monitoring 
and  protection,  and  other  related  pro¬ 
grams. 

[FR  Doc.74-11399  Filed  6-16-74;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[18  CFR  Part  34] 

[Docket  No.  RM74-25] 

ISSUANCE  OF  SECURITIES 
Commission  Ordering  Procedures 

May  10, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  553  and  section  309  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (49  Stat.  858,  16  U.S.C. 
825h) ,  that  the  Commission  is  proposing 
to  amend  §  34.9,  Part  34  of  the  Regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  Chapter 
I,  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations. 

The  proposed  revisions  of  §  34.9  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act  would  revise  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  current  ordering  procedures  in 
the  issuance  of  securities  by  eliminating 
the  provision  that  securities  should  not 
be  issued  by  the  applicant  until  a  second 
Commission  order  could  be  issued  ap¬ 
proving  the  acceptance  of  the  terms  of 
sale  pursuant  to  competitive  bidding. 
The  elimination  of  the  Commission’s 
further  order  shall  be  conditioned  upon 
an  applicant  receiving  at  least  two  in¬ 
dependent  proposals  for  the  purchase 
of  underwriting  of  the  securities  and  the 
applicant  accepting  the  bid  resulting  in 
the  lowest  annual  cost  of  money. 

The  Commission  has  reviewed  its  cur¬ 
rent  procedure  of  requiring  two  separate 
orders  for  the  issuance  of  securities  and 
believes  the  second  order  to  be  unneces¬ 
sary  for  the  protection  of  the  public  in¬ 
terest  in  cases  where  competitive  bidding 
is  involved  by  two  or  more  Independent 
bidders  or  underwriters,  and  the  com¬ 
pany  accepts  the  bid  resulting  in  the 
lowest  cost. 

To  affect  this  change  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  $  34.9  of  the  Commission’s  Regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Federal  Power  Act  by 
identifying  the  section  as  It  now  stands 
as  paragraph  (a)  and  revising  the  last 
sentence  of  that  paragraph,  and  by  add¬ 
ing  two  additional  paragraphs  numbered 
(b)  and  (c) .  In  its  entirely  the  proposed 
revisions  of  S  34.9  shall  read: 

§  34.9  Commission  action. 

(a)  An  application  for  approval  under 
this  part  will  ordinary  require  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  30  days  after  it  is  filed  to  allow 
for  public  notice,  investigation,  opportu¬ 
nity  for  hearing,  consideration  by  the 
Commission,  and  Issuance  of  the  first 
order  referred  to  hereinafter.  To  facili¬ 
tate  the  completion  of  registration  state¬ 
ments  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  pursuant  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  7  of  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  and  sections  12  and  13  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  so 
that  public  invitation  for  proposals  for 
purchase  or  underwriting  of  the  securi¬ 
ties  may  be  made,  conformably  to  the 


provisions  of  those  acts,  this  Commission 
will,  where  appropriate,  authorize  pro¬ 
posed  issuance  of  securities  and  assump¬ 
tions  of  obligation  or  liability,  prior  to 
the  filing  of  the  data  referred  to  in 
§§  34.1a(c)  and  34.2(k)  (3)  and  (4)  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  provision  that  the  securities 
shall  not  be  issued,  or  the  obligation  or 
liability  assumed,  by  the  applicant,  until 
such  amendment  shall  have  been  filed 
and  a  further  order  shall  have  been 
entered  thereon.  The  Commission  will 
endeavor  wherever  possible  to  enter  such 
further  order  upon  receipt  of  telephone 
advice  and  confirmation  thereof  by  tele¬ 
gram  from  the  applicant  setting  forth 
the  substance  of  the  data  specified  in 
§  34.2(k)  (3)  and  (4)  and  stating  that 
the  amendment  furnishing  such  data  has 
actually  been  mailed  to  the  Commission. 
This  two-order  procedure  will  not  ob¬ 
tain  with  respect  to  security  issues  ex¬ 
empted  by  §  34.1a(a)  from  competitive 
bidding  requirements,  except  upon  re¬ 
quest,  or  if  an  application  is  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  requirements  of  paragraphs 
<b)  and  (c)  of  this  section. 

(b)  If,  pursuant  to  a  public  invitation, 
at  least  two  independent  proposals  for 
the  purchase  or  underwriting  the  securi¬ 
ties  are  received,  the  applicant  may  with¬ 
out  further  order  of  or  filing  with  the 
Commission,  issue  or  sell  the  securities  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  contained  in  the  application,  to  the 
bidder  or  bidders  offering  to  the  com¬ 
pany  the  lowest  annual  cost  of  money,  or 
in  the  case  of  common  stock,  the  lowest 
underwriting  fee  paid  by  the  company. 
In  any  other  event,  the  securities  shall 
not  be  issued,  or  the  obligation  or  lia¬ 
bility  assumed,  by  the  applicant,  until 
the  procedure  as  set  forth  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section,  shall  have  been  com¬ 
plied  with. 

(c)  Within  10  days  after  the  consum¬ 
mation  of  any  transaction  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  the  applicant  shall  certify  to  the 
Commission  that  such  transaction  has 
been  carried  out  in  accordance  with 
terms  and  conditions  of  and  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  represented  by  the  applicant  in  his 
filing  and  of  any  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  with  respect  thereto.  The  applicant 
shall  Include  as  part  of  the  certificate 
filed,  the  names  of  the  purchasers  or 
underwriters,  the  terms  of  the  several 
proposals  received,  the  names  of  the  per¬ 
sons  submitting  the  proposals.  Unless  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Commission  to  complete 
the  record  as  to  any  other  matter  as  to 
which  jurisdiction  has  been  specifically 
preserved,  no  further  filing  with  respect 
to  the  Issuance  or  sale  of  the  securities 
shall  be  required. 

Any  Interested  person  may  submit  to 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  not  later  than 
June  24,  1974,  views,  comments  or  sug- 
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gestions  in  writing  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  revised  regulations.  Written  sub¬ 
mittal  will  be  placed  in  the  Commission's 
public  files  and  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Public  Information,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  during  regular  business 
hours.  The  commission  will  consider  all 
such  written  submittals  before  acting  on 
the  matters  herein  proposed.  An  original 


and  14  conformed  copies  should  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

Submittals  to  the  Commission  should 
Indicate  the  name,  title,  mailing  address 
and  telephone  number  of  the  person  to 
whom  communications  concerning  the 
proposal  should  be  addressed,  and 
whether  the  person  filing  them  requests 
a  conference  with  the  Staff  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  to  discuss 


the  proposed  revisions  of  the  Regula¬ 
tions.  The  Staff,  in  its  discretion,  may 
grant  or  deny  requests  for  conference. 
The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  to  be  made  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-11345  Piled  5-16-74;8:45  am) 
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ThU  Motion  of  tho  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  VOLUNTARY 
FOREIGN  AID 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11686  and 
the  provisions  of  section  10(a),  Public 
Law  92-463*,  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting 
of  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Voluntary 
Foreign  Aid  which  will  be  held  on  May 
31,  1974,  from  9:30  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m„  in 
Room  5951,  New  State  Building,  21st  and 
Virginia  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  to 
discuss  A.I.D.  Guidelines  and  other  fol¬ 
low-up  actions  resulting  from — the  De¬ 
velopment  Assistance  Policy  Conference, 
the  status  of  planning  for  a  food  and  nu¬ 
trition  workshop  and  an  approach  with 
the  Office  of  Public  Affairs  to  support 
dissemination  of  the  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Report — “The  Role  of  Voluntary 
Agencies  in  International  Assistance — A 
Look  to  the  Future;”  and  to  take  up  any 
other  business  related  to  foreign  as¬ 
sistance  activities  of  private  and  volun¬ 
tary  organizations. 

These  sessions  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Any  interested  person  may  attend, 
appear  before,  or  file  statements  with 
the  Committee  in  accordance  with 
procedures  established  by  the  Commit¬ 
tee,  and  to  the  extent  time  available  for 
the  meeting  permits.  Written  statements 
may  be  filed  before  or  after  the  meeting. 

Dr.  Jarold  A.  Kieffer  will  be  the  A.I.D. 
representative  at  the  meeting.  Informa¬ 
tion  concerning  the  meeting  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  Mr.  Robert  R.  Johnson, 
Telephone:  AC  202-632-1892.  Persons 
desiring  to  attend  the  meeting  should 
enter  the  New  State  Building  through 
the  21st  Street  entrance. 

Dated:  May  14, 1974. 

Jarold  A.  Kieffer, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Population  and  Humanitarian 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.74-11432  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  ami 


HOUSING  GUARANTY  PROGRAM  FOR  CEN¬ 
TRAL  AMERICAN  BANK  FOR  ECONOMIC 
INTEGRATION 

Information  for  Investors 
The  Agency  for  International  De¬ 
velopment  (AID)  has  advised  the  Central 
American  Bank  for  Economic  Integra¬ 


tion  (the  “Borrower”)  that  upon  execu¬ 
tion  by  an  eligible  U.S.  investor  accept¬ 
able  to  AID  of  an  agreement  to  loan  the 
Borrower  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $23 
million,  and  subject  to  the  satisfaction 
of  certain  further  terms  and  conditions 
by  the  Borrower,  AID  will  guarantee  re¬ 
payment  to  the  investor  of  the  principal 
and  interest  on  such  loan.  The  guarantee 
will  be  backed  by  the  full  faith  and 
credit  of  the  United  States  of  America 
and  will  be  issued  pursuant  to  authority 
contained  in  section  222  of  the  Foreign 
Assistance  Act  of  1961,  as  amended  (the 
“Act”) . 

Proceeds  of  the  loan  will  be  used  in 
the  financing  of  housing  in  Central 
America. 

Eligible  investors  interested  in  extend¬ 
ing  a  guaranteed  loan  to  the  Borrower 
should  communicate  promptly  with: 

Mr.  Rafael  Chavarria  P.,  Chief,  Housing  Fi¬ 
nance  Department,  Central  American  Bank 
for  Economic  Integration,  A  parted  o  Postal 
No.  772,  Tegucigalpa,  D.C.,  Honduras,  CA. 

Investors  eligible  to  receive  a  guaranty 
are  those  specified  in  section  238(c)  of 
the  Act.  They  are  (1)  UJS.  citizens,  (2) 
domestic  corporations,  partnerships,  or 
associations  substantially  beneficially 
owned  by  U.S.  citizens,  (3)  foreign  cor¬ 
porations  whose  share  capital  is  at  least 
95  percent  owned  by  U.S.  citizens,  and 
(4)  foreign  partnerships  or  associations 
wholly  owned  by  U.S.  citizens. 

To  be  eligible  for  a  guaranty,  the  loan 
must  be  repayable  in  full  no  later  than 
30  years  from  the  first  disbursement  of 
the  principal  amount  thereof  and  the  in¬ 
terest  rate  must  be  no  higher  than  the 
maximum  rate  to  be  established  by  AID. 
AID  will  charge  a  guaranty  fee  equal 
to  one-half  of  1  percent  per  annum  on 
the  outstanding  guaranteed  principal 
amount  of  the  loan. 

Information  as  to  eligibility  of  in¬ 
vestors  and  other  aspects  of  the  AID 
housing  guaranty  program  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  from: 

Director,  Office  of  Housing,  Agency  for  In¬ 
ternational  Development,  Room  300,  SA-2. 
Washington,  D.C.  20523. 

This  notice  is  not  an  offer  by  AID  or 
by  the  Borrower.  The  Borrower  and  not 
AID  will  select  a  lender  and  negoitate  the 
terms  of  the  proposed  loan. 

Peter  M.  Kimm, 
Director,  Office  of  Housing. 
Agency  for  International  Development. 

May  10,  1974. 

|FR  Doc .74-1 1408  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Customs  Service 

[T.D.  74-156] 

CONVERTIBLE  GAME  TABLES 
Restriction  on  Importation 

May  16, 1974. 

There  is  hereby  published  for  direction 
and  guidance  of  Customs  officers  and 
others  concerned  the  following  direction 
from  the  President,  issued  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  on  May  2,  1974,  di¬ 
recting  the  Secretary  to  forbid  the  entry 
into  the  United  States  of  convertible 
game  tables  and  table  tops  therefor  made 
in  accordance  with  the  registered  patent 
claim: 

The  White  House 

WASHINGTON 

May  2,  1974. 

Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

In  its  complaint  ATT  Recreation,  Inc.  (now 
All-Tech  Industries,  Inc.),  of  Miami  Lakes, 
Florida,  requested  rleief  under  section  337  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 
Sec.  1337),  from  alleged  unfair  acts  and  un¬ 
fair  methods  of  competition  in  the  importa¬ 
tion  and  domestic  sale  of  convertible  game 
tables  which,  among  other  allegations,  are 
said  to  be  made  in  accordance  with  the 
claim (s)  of  U.S.  Patent  No.  3,711,099  (Tariff 
Commission  Investigation  337-34) . 

Upon  the  facts  submitted  to  me  by  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission  (T.C.  Pub¬ 
lication  652),  I  believe  that  the  products  are 
offered  or  sought  to  be  offered  for  entry  into 
the  United  States  in  violation  of  section  337. 

Accordingly,  by  authority  of  subsection  (f ) 
of  section  337,  pending  further  advice  from 
this  office,  I  direct  that  you  forbid  the  entry 
into  the  United  States  of  convertible  game 
tables  (whether  imported  assembled  or  not 
assembled)  made  in  accordance  with  the 
claim(s)  of  U.S.  Patent  No.  3,711,099,  or  the 
table  top(s)  therefor,  except  where  (1)  the 
importation  is  made  under  bond,  or  (2)  the 
importation  is  made  under  license  of  the 
registered  owner  of  said  patent,  or  (3)  in  the 
case  of  the  table  top(s),  either  table  top  (if 
imported  separately)  is  for  sale  or  for  use 
other  than  the  combination  purposes  covered 
by  the  patent  and  the  importer  so  certifies. 

Sincerely, 

Richard  Nixon. 

The  Honorable  George  P.  Shultz 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
Washington,  D.  C.  20220 

The  restricted  articles  are  those  con¬ 
vertible  game  tables  made  in  accordance 
with  the  claims  of  U.S.  Patent  No. 
3,711,099,  and  table  tops  therefor,  fully 
described  on  pages  A-81  through  A-83  of 
the  report  of  the  United  States  Tariff 
Commission  (TC  Publication  652,  Wash- 
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ington.  D.C.,  March  1974).  The  restricted 
articles  are  generally  described  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Novel  table  assembly  which  Includes,  in 
combination,  a  single  table  having  a  plural¬ 
ity  of  tops  thereby  to  permit  the  utilization 
of  the  table  as  a  normal  Sat  top  type  table 
as  well  as  a  game  table,  having  at  least  two 
different  game  playing  surfaces. 

A  combination  Sat  top,  game  table  and 
bumper  pool  game  table  assembly. 

These  articles  are  generally  classified 
under  item  734.40,  TSUS. 

Vernon  D.  Acree, 
Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[FR  Doc  .74-1 1532  Filed  5-16-74:10:54  am] 


[TD.  74-150] 

FOREIGN  CURRENCIES 
Certification  of  Rates 

The  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 
York,  pursuant  to  section  522(c),  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C. 
372(c) ) .  has  certified  the  following  rates 
of  exchange  which  varied  by  5  per 
centum  or  more  from  the  quarterly  rate 
published  in  Treasury  Decision  74-124 
for  the  following  country.  Therefore,  as 
to  entries  covering  merchandise  exported 
on  the  dates  listed,  whenever  it  is  nec¬ 
essary  for  Customs  purposes  to  convert 
such  currency  into  currency  of  the 
United  States,  conversion  shall  be  at  the 
following  daily  rates: 


Portugal  escudo: 

April  30,  1974 . $0.0434 

May  1,  1974 . _..T .  *.0403 

May  2,  1974 . 0425 

May  3,  1974. .  *.0403 

'Use  quarterly  rate  shown.  Rate  did  not 
vary. 

I  seal]  R.  N.  Marra, 

Director. 


Duty  Assessment  Division. 
[FR  Doc.74-11416  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

LOCK-IN  AMPLIFIERS  FROM  THE 
UNITED  KINGDOM 

Antidumping  Proceeding  Notice 

May  15, 1974. 

On  April  17,  1974,  information  was 
received  in  proper  form  pursuant  to 
55  153.26  and  153.27,  Customs  regula¬ 
tions  (19  CFR  153.26,  153.27) ,  indicating 
a  possibility  that  lock-in  amplifiers  from 
the  United  Kingdom  are  being,  or  are 
likely  to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160 
et  seq.) . 

There  is  evidence  on  record  concern¬ 
ing  injury  to  or  likelihood  of  injury  to 
or  prevention  of  establishment  of  an 
industry  in  the  United  States. 

Having  conducted  a  summary  investi¬ 
gation  as  required  by  section  153.29  of 
the  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
153 .29)  and  having  determined  as  a  re¬ 
sult  thereof  that  there  are  grounds  for 


so  doing,  the  U.S.  Customs  Service  is 
instituting  an  inquiry  to  verify  the  in¬ 
formation  submitted  and  to  obtain  the 
facts  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  reach  a  determination 
as  to  the  fact  or  likelihood  of  sales  at  less 
than  fair  value.  A  summary  of  informa¬ 
tion  received  from  all  sources  is  as 
follows : 

The  information  received  tends  to 
indicate  that  the  prices  of  the  merchan¬ 
dise  sold  for  exportation  to  the  United 
States  are  less  than  the  prices  for  home 
consumption. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
§  153.30  of  the  Customs  regulations  (19 
CFR  153.30), 

[seal!  David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.74-11522  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  ami 


PAPERMAKING  MACHINERY  AND  PARTS 
THEREOF  FROM  CANADA 

Antidumping;  Notice  of  Tentative  Negative 
Determination 

May  14, 1974. 

Information  was  received  on  March  5, 
1973,  that  papermaking  machinery  and 
parts  thereof  from  Canada  were  being 
sold  at  less  than  fair  value  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921, 
as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160  et  seq.)  (re¬ 
ferred  to  in  this  notice  as  “the  Act”.) 
This  information  was  the  subject  of  an 
“Antidumping  Proceeding  Notice”  which 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  August  24,  1973,  on  page  22805. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  notice,  the 
term  “papermaking  machinery  and 
parts  thereof”  means  an  entire  paper¬ 
making  machine  and  the  constituent 
components  of  a  papermaking  machine 
from  and  including  the  headbox  to  and 
including  the  reels.  It  refers  to  paper¬ 
making  machinery  and  parts  thereof 
purchased  or  agreed  to  be  purchased  as 
an  entire  papermaking  machine. 

I  hereby  make  a  tentative  determina¬ 
tion  that  papermaking  machinery  and 
parts  thereof  from  Canada  are  not  being, 
nor  likely  to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  section 
201(a)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  160(a)). 

Statement  of  reasons  on  which  this 
tentative  determination  is  based.  Analy¬ 
sis  of  information  from  all  sources  re¬ 
vealed  that  the  proper  basis  of  compari¬ 
son  for  fair  value  purposes  is  between 
purchase  price  and  the  adjusted  home 
market  price  of  such  or  similar  mer¬ 
chandise. 

Purchase  price  was  calculated  mi  the 
basis  of  an  ex-factory  contract  price 
with  a  deduction  for  Included  United 
States  duty. 

Home  market  price  was  calculated  on 
the  basis  of  the  ex-factory  contract  price. 
Appropriate  adjustments  to  this  price 
were  made  for  differences  in  the  mer¬ 
chandise  compared,  differences  in  pack¬ 
ing  costs,  and  a  government  grant. 

Using  the  above  criteria,  purchase 
price  was  found  to  be  higher  than  the 


home  market  price  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise. 

In  accordance  with  SS  153.33(a)  and 
153.37,  Customs  regulations  (19  CFR 
153.33(a),  153.37),  interested  persons 
may  present  written  views  or  arguments, 
or  request  in  writing  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to 
present  oral  views. 

Any  requests  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to 
present  oral  views  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  2100 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20229, 
in  time  to  be  received  by  his  office  not 
later  than  May  27,  1974.  Such  requests 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement 
outlining  the  issues  wished  to  be 
discussed. 

Any  written  views  or  arguments 
should  likewise  be  addressed  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs  in  time  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  his  office  on  or  before  June  17, 
1974. 

This  tentative  determination  and  the 
statement  of  reasons  therefor  are  pub¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  8  153.33  of  the  Cus¬ 
toms  regulations  (19  CFR  153.33). 

[seal]  David  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.74-11521  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Air  Force 
■  USAF  SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Notice  of  Meeting 

May  13,  1974. 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board 
ad  hoc  Committee  on  Electro-Optics 
Technology  will  hold  a  closed  meeting 
on  June  12  and  13, 1974,  from  9  a.m.  until 
5  p.m.,  at  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force 
Base,  Ohio. 

This  meeting  will  consist  of  classified 
briefings  on  Air  Force  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  programs  exploiting  electro¬ 
optics. 

For  further  Information,  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
202-697-8404. 

Stanley  L.  Roberts, 
Colonel.  USAF  Chief.  Legisla¬ 
tive  Division,  Office  of  The 
Judge  Advocate  General. 

[FR  Doc.74-11363  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Colorado  20071,  Utah  25022] 

LA  SAL  PIPE  UNE  CO. 

Notice  of  Pipeline  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (41  Stat.  449),  as  amended  (30 
U.S.C.  185) ,  La  Sal  Pipe  Line  Company, 
me.,  ARCO  Building,  Independence, 
Kansas  67301,  has  applied  for  a  right  of 
way  for  a  sixteen-inch  petroleum  pipe- 
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line  and  other  related  facilities  In  the 
following  townships: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Colorado 

T.  4  S„  Ra.  96, 97, 98,  99,  and  100  W. 

T.  6  S.,  Rs.  96.  96, 97.  98, 100  and  101  W. 

T.  6  S.,  Rs.  101  and  102  W. 

T.  7  S.,  R.  102  W. 

T.  8  S.,  Rs.  102  and  103  W. 

T.  9  8.,  Rs.  103  and  104  W. 

Salt  Lake  Meridian,  Utah 

T.  18  S„  Rs.  25  and  26  E. 

T.  19  S„  Rs.  24  and  25  E. 

T.  20  S.,  R.  24  E. 

T.  21  S.,  Rs.  22,  23,  and  24  E. 

T.  22  S.,  Rs.  19,  20,  21,  and  22  E. 

T.  23  S.,  Rs.  19  and  20  E. 

T.  24  S.,  R.  20  E. 

T.  25  S.,  Rs.  20  and  21  E. 

T.  26  S.,  Rs.  21  and  22  E. 

T.  27  S.,  Rs.  22  and  23  E. 

T.  28  S.,  Rs.  22  and  23  E. 

T.  29  S.,  R.  23  E. 

T.  29*4  S.,  R.  23  E. 

T.  30  S.,  Rs.  23  and  24  E. 

The  pipeline  will  convey  petroleum  (in¬ 
cluding  synthetic  liquid  recovered  from 
oil  shale  as  well  as  oil  and  gas  liquid) 
from  a  point  near  Parachute  Creek  in 
Garfield  County,  Colorado,  to  the  Pure 
Transportation  Company’s  Lisbon  Sta¬ 
tion  in  San  Juan  County,  Utah. 

The  purposes  of  this  notice  are:  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  be  proceeding 
with  the  preparation  of  an  Environmen¬ 
tal  Statement  pursuant  to  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and 
other  analyses  necessary  for  determining 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms  and 
conditions:  to  allow  interested  parties  to 
comment  on  the  application;  and  to  al¬ 
low  any  persons  asserting  a  claim  to  the 
lands  or  having  bona  fide  objections  to 
the  proposed  pipeline  right  of  way  to  file 
their  objections  in  this  office.  Any  per¬ 
son  asserting  a  claim  to  the  lands  or  fil¬ 
ing  an  objection  must  include  evidence 
that  a  copy  thereof  has  been  served 
on  the  applicant.  Any  comment,  claim, 
or  objections  must  be  filed  with  the 
Chief,  Branch  of  Land  Operations,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management,  Room  700, 
Colorado  State  Bank  Building,  1600 
Broadway,  Denver,  Colorado  80202, 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
notice. 

Everett  K.  Weedin, 

Chief, 

Branch  of  Land  Operations. 
|FR  Doc.74-11364  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
SEA  WORLD,  INC. 

Issuance  of  Permit  for  Marine  Mammals 
On  March  21,  1974,  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
10635)  that  an  application  had  been  filed 
with  the  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife  by  Sea  World,  Inc.,  1720  South 
Shores  Road,  San  Diego,  California, 
92109,  for  a  permit  to  take  eiglit  (8) 
Pacific  walrus  in  and  around  the  offshore 
waters  including  the  ice  flows  and/or 
other  locations  as  they  may  Inhabit 
around  St.  Lawrence  Island  or  Little 


Diomede  Island,  or  possibly  from  the  off¬ 
shore  mainland  of  the  State  of  Alaska. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  7, 
1974,  as  authorized  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407),  the  Bureau 
of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife  issued  a 
permit  to  Sea  World,  Inc.,  subject  to  cer¬ 
tain  conditions  set  forth  therein.  The 
permit  is  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the  Bu¬ 
reau’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fish¬ 
eries  and  Wildlife,  1500  Plaza  Building, 
1500  NE.  Irving  Street,  Portland,  Oregon, 
97208. 

Dated:  May  17, 1974. 

Lynn  A.  Greenwalt, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Sport 
Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

May  14, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11435  Filed  5-16-74,8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

NATIONAL  INDUSTRIAL  ENERGY 
CONSERVATION  COUNCIL 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  NIECC  will  be  held 
from  10  a.m.  to  12  noon  on  Wednesday, 
May  29,  1974,  in  Room  4830,  Main  Com¬ 
merce  Building,  14th  h  E  Streets,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  Council  will  report  and  advise  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  on  programs  and 
problems  relating  to  energy  conservation 
within  the  industrial  and  commercial 
sectors;  provide  a  forum  for  the  ex¬ 
change  of  views  on  conservation  between 
government  and  the  industrial-com¬ 
mercial  sectors;  advise  on  policies,  plans, 
and  actions  of  government  agencies  in¬ 
volving  energy  use  and  conservation.  The 
Council  may  identify  and  evaluate  cur¬ 
rent  and  potential  energy  conservation 
plans  within  industry. 

The  agenda  will  include  statements  by 
Secretary  Frederick  Dent  and  FEO  Ad¬ 
ministrator  John  Sawhill.  The  agenda 
will  also  include  reports  and  discussion 
by  Committee  members  in  Technology, 
Product  Efficiency,  Public  Awareness, 
and  Motivation  areas. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend 
and  a  limited  number  of  seats  will  be 
available  to  the  public. 

Oral  statements  or  participation  by 
the  public  in  the  meeting  will  not  be  per¬ 
mitted,  but  any  member  of  the  public 
who  wishes  to  file  a  written  statement 
with  the  Council  may  do  so  before  or 
after  the  meeting. 

Persons  who  wish  to  attend  the  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  Dr.  David  Foege  at 
Office  of  Energy  Programs,  Room  2203, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D  C.  20230— (202)  967-3535. 

David  J.  Foege, 

Assistant  Director,  National  In¬ 
dustrial  Energy  Conservation 
Council. 

[FR  Doc.74-11428  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


Maritime  Administration 
[Docket  No.  S-416] 

AMERICAN  EXPORT  LINES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  American 
Export  Lines,  Inc.,  has  applied  for  au¬ 
thority  to  make  up  to  eight  subsidized 
breakbulk  liner  sailings  annually  “on 
Trade  Routes  6,  11  and  21  between  U.S. 
North  Atlantic  ports,  U.S.  South  Atlantic 
ports  and  U.S.  Gulf  ports  and  Scandina¬ 
vian  and  Baltic  countries,  Denmark,  Po¬ 
land,  and  ports  in  the  U.S.S.R.  includ¬ 
ing  those  in  Lithuania,  Latvia  and  Es¬ 
tonia.” 

Any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  hav¬ 
ing  any  interest  in  such  application  and 
desiring  a  hearing  on  issues  pertinent  to 
section  605(c)  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1936,  as  amended  (46  U.S.C.  1175), 
should,  by  the  close  of  business  on  May 
30,  1974  notify  the  Secretary,  Maritime 
Subsidy  Board,  in  writing,  in  triplicate, 
and  file  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board. 

In  the  event  a  section  605(c)  hearing 
is  ordered  to  be  held,  the  purpose  thereof 
will  be  to  receive  evidence  relevant  to  (1 ) 
whether  the  application  is  one  with  re¬ 
spect  to  a  vessel  to  be  operated  in  an 
essential  service,  served  by  citizens  of  the 
United  States  which  would  be  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  existing  service,  or  services, 
and  if  so,  whether  the  service  already 
provided  by  vessels  of  United  States  reg¬ 
istry  in  such  essential  service  is  inade¬ 
quate,  and  (2)  whether  in  the  accom¬ 
plishment  of  the  purposes  and  policy  of 
the  Act  additional  vessels  should  be  op¬ 
erated  thereon. 

If  no  request  for  hearing  and  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  received  within 
the  specified  time,  or  if  the  Maritime 
Subsidy  Board  determines  that  the  peti¬ 
tions  for  leave  to  intervene  filed  within 
the  specified  time  do  not  demonstrate 
sufficient  interest  to  warrant  a  hearing, 
the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board  will  take 
such  action  as  may  be  deemed  appro¬ 
priate. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.504  Operating-Differential  Sub¬ 
sidies  (ODS) ). 

•  By  Order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board,  Maritime  Administration. 

Dated:  May  15, 1974. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.74-11494  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  S-415] 

FARRELL  LINES  INC. 

Notice  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Farrell 
Lines  Incorporated  has  applied  for  au¬ 
thorization  to  operate  an  additional  C-4 
type  cargo  vessel  on  its  subsidized  serv¬ 
ices  on  Trade  Routes  Nos.  14  and  15-A 
from  U.S.  Atlantic  ports  to  West  African 
and  South  and  East  African  ports.  The 
applicant  is  not  requesting  any  increase 
in  the  maximum  number  of  sailings  pres- 
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ently  permitted  under  its  Operating-Dif¬ 
ferential  Subsidy  Agreement. 

Any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  hav¬ 
ing  any  interest  in  such  application  and 
desiring  a  hearing  on  issues  pertinent  to 
section  605(c)  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act.  1936,  as  amended  (46  U.S.C.  1175), 
should  by  the  close  of  business  on  May 
30.  1974  notify  the  Secretary,  Maritime 
Subsidy  Board,  in  writing,  in  triplicate, 
and  file  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board. 

In  the  event  a  section  605(c)  hearing 
is  ordered  to  be  held,  the  purpose  thereof 
will  be  to  receive  evidence  relevant  to  ( 1 ) 
whether  the  application  is  one  with  re¬ 
spect  to  a  vessel  to  be  operated  in  an 
essential  service,  served  by  citizens  of 
the  United  States  which  would  be  in 
addition  to  the  existing  service,  or  serv¬ 
ices.  and  if  so,  whether  the  service  al¬ 
ready  provided  by  vessels  of  United 
States  registry  in  such  essential  service 
is  inadequate,  and  (2)  whether  in  the 
accomplishment  of  the  purpose  and  pol¬ 
icy  of  the  Act  additional  vessels  should 
be  operated  therein. 

If  no  request  for  hearing  and  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  received  within 
the  specified  time,  or  if  the  Maritime 
Subsidy  Board  determines  that  petitions 
for  leave  to  intervene  filed  within  the 
specified  time  do  not  demonstrate  suffi¬ 
cient  interest  to  warrant  a  hearing,  the 
Maritime  Subsidy  Board  will  take  such 
action  as  may  be  deemed  appropriate. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.604  Operating-Differential  Sub¬ 
sidies  (ODS) ) . 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board,  Maritime  Administration. 

Dated:  May  15, 1974. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11495  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  ami 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

MARINE  FISHERIES  ADVISORY  COMMIT¬ 
TEE  AND  MARINE  FISHERIES  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  THE 
NATIONAL  FISHERIES  PLAN 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting;  Correction 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  correction 
of  the  Notice  of  F*ublic  Meeting,  offered 
purusant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C. , 
Appendix  I  (Supp.  II,  1972),  which  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  Federal  Register  at  page 
15194.  on  May  1,  1974.  The  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Advisory  Committee  Subcommittee 
on  the  National  Fisheries  Plan  will  meet 
at  2  p.m.  on  Monday,  May  20,  1974,  at 
the  Department  of  Commerce  Building, 
14th  Street  between  E  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW„  Washington,  D.C.,  in  Room 
6802.  The  joint  National  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Oceans  and  Atmosphere- 
Marine  Fisheries  Advisory  Committee 


Subcommittee  on  the  National  Fisheries 
Plan  will  not  meet.  The  previously  an¬ 
nounced  items  of  discussion  remain 
unchanged. 

Dated:  May  10,  1974. 

R.  L.  Carnahan, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Administration,  National 
Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

|FR  Doc  74-11355  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Health  Resources  Administration 
ARTHRITIS  AD  HOC  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  (Pi.,  92-463),  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Health  Resources  Administration, 
announces  the  meeting  dates  and  other 
required  information  for  the  following 
Committee  scheduled  to  assemble  during 
the  month  of  May  1974: 


Committee 

name 

Pal*,  time, 
place 

Type  of  meeting 
and/or 

contact  person 

Arthritis  Atl 

May  23-25, 9 

Open  May  23,  9-10 

Hoc  Review 

a. m.,  Park- 

a.m.,  Closed  re- 

Committee. 

lawn  Bldg., 
Conference 
Room  M, 

5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Md. 

maindcr  of  meet¬ 
ing.  Contact 
Matthew  Spear, 
Parklawn  Bldg.. 
Room  15-87,  5000 
Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Md. 

Code  301-443-1916. 

Purpose.  The  Committee  shall  review 
applications  for  grants  for  the  support 
of  a  pilot  arthritis  program  and  make 
recommendations  to  the  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  on  Regional  Medical 
Programs  with  respect  .to  the  approval 
and  funding  of  such  applications. 

Agenda.  The  Committee  will  discuss 
administrative  matters  and  conduct 
other  related  business,  and  this  portion 
of  the  meeting  shall  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  The  Committee  will  review  grant 
applications,  and  this  portion  of  the 
meeting  shall  be  closed  to  the  public, 
in  accordance  with  the  determination 
by  the  Administrator,  Health  Resources 
Administration,  pursuant  to  Public 
Law  92-463,  Section  10(d). 

Earlier  notice  of  this  meeting  was  not 
feasible  due  to  the  recent  establishment 
of  this  Committee. 

A  portion  of  the  meeting  is  open  to 
the  public  for  observation  and  participa¬ 
tion.  Anyone  wishing  to  participate, 
obtain  a  roster  of  members  or  other  rele¬ 
vant  information  should  contact  the 
person  listed  above. 

Dated:  May  14,  1974. 

Kenneth  M.  Endicott, 

Administrator, 

Health  Resources  Administration. 

| FR  Doc.74-11433  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


Office  of  Education 

STATE  STUDENT  INCENTIVE  GRANT 
PROGRAM 

Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of  Applications 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  section 
415C  of  the  Higher  Education  Act  of 
1965,  as  amended  (20  U.S.C.  1070c-2), 
State  applications  are  being  accepted 
from  the  50  States,  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  and  outlying  areas  for  grants 
under  the  State  Student  Incentive  Grant 
Program  (Title  IV,  HEA,  20  U.S.C.  1070c- 
1070C-3). 

Applications  must  be  received  by  the 
U.S.  Office  of  Education,  State  Student 
Incentive  Grant  Program  on  or  before 
June  17,  1974. 

A.  Applications  sent  by  mail.  An  appli¬ 
cation  sent  by  mail  should  be  addressed 
as  follows: 

Dr.  Richard  L.  McVity,  Director 

State  Student  Incentive  Grant  Program 

(SSIGP) 

Bureau  of  Poetsecondary  Education,  OSA 
U.S.  Office  of  Education 
Regional  Office  Building  #3,  Room  4525 
Washington,  D.C.  20202 

An  application  sent  by  snail  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  received  on  time  by  the 
State  Student  Incentive  Grant  Program 
if: 

( 1 )  The  application  was  sent  by  regis¬ 
tered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than  the 
fifth  calendar  day  prior  to  the  closing 
date  (or,  if  such  fifth  calendar  day  is  a 
Saturday,  Sunday,  or  Federal  Holiday, 
not  later  than  the  next  following  busi¬ 
ness  day) ,  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service  postmark  on  the  wrapper  or  en¬ 
velope,  or  on  the  original  receipt  from 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  mail 
rooms  in  Washington,  D.C.  (In  estab¬ 
lishing  the  date  of  receipt,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  will  rely  on  the  time-date 
stamp  of  such  mail  rooms  or  other  doc¬ 
umentary  evidence  of  receipt  maintained 
by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion)  . 

B.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An  ap¬ 
plication  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
delivered  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education, 
State  Student  Incentive  Grant  Program, 
Room  4525,  Regional  Office  Building 
Three,  7th  and  D  Streets  SW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  Hand  delivered  applications  will 
not  be  accepted  by  the  State  Student 
Incentive  Grant  Program  after  4  p.m. 
Washington,  D.C.  time,  on  the  closing 
date. 

C.  Program  information  and  forms. 
Information  and  application  forms  may 
be  obtained  from  the  State  Student  In¬ 
centive  Grant  Program,  Bureau  of  Post¬ 
secondary  Education,  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

(20  U.S.p.  1070C-1070C-3) 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  97— FRIDAY,  MAY  17,  1974 


NOTICES 


17573 


(Catalog  at  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  18.648;  State  Student  Incentive 
Grant  Program) 

Dated:  May  13, 1974. 

John  Ottina, 

UJS.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

[FR  Doc.74-11322  Filed  6-16-74;8:45  am] 

ACTION 

NATIONAL  VOLUNTARY  SERVICE 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Notice  of  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Public  Law  92-463),  announcement  is 
made  of  the  following  Council  meeting: 

Name.  National  Voluntary  Service  Advi¬ 
sory  Council. 

Date.  June  6, 1974. 

Place.  ACTION,  806  Connecticut  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washlntgon,  D.C.  Room  622. 

Time.  8:30  a.m. 

Purpose  of  the  meeting:  To  further 
discuss  the  work  of  each  of  the  Council’s 
committees  and  to  report  on  any  pro¬ 
gress  the  committees  have  made  since  the 
last  Council  meeting  in  Denver,  Colorado. 

Meeting  of  the  Advisory  Council  is 
open  to  the  public.  Public  attendance  de¬ 
pending  on  available  space,  may  be 
limited  to  those  persons  who  have  noti¬ 
fied  the  Advisory  Council  Executive  Of¬ 
ficer  in  writing  at  least  five  days  prior 
to  the  meeting,  of  their  Intention  to 
attend  the  June  5  meeting. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  file  a 
written  statement  with  the  Council  be¬ 
fore,  during,  or  after  the  meeting.  To  the 
extent  that  time  permits,  the  Council 
Executive  Officer  may  allow  public  pres¬ 
entation  of  oral  statements  at  the 
meeting. 

All  communications  regarding  this  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  should  be  addressed  to  Mr. 
John  F.  Burgess,  Advisory  Council  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Officer,  806  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20525. 

John  F.  Burgess, 
Assistant  to  the  Director. 

[PR  Doc.74-11427  Piled  5-16-74;8:45  ami 


ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

COMMITTEE  ON  GRANT  AND  BENEFIT 
PROGRAMS 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Grant  and  Benefit  Programs  of 
the  Administrative  Conference  of  the 
United  States,  to  be  held  at  9:30  a.m.. 
May  30,  1974  in  the  Office  of  the  Chair¬ 
man,  2120  L  Street  NW.,  Suite  500, 
Washington,  D.C.  20037. 

The  Committee  will  meet  to  consider 
the  study  and  report  on  affirmative  ac¬ 
tion  in  faculty  hiring  at  colleges  and  uni¬ 
versities  under  EOH246. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public,  but  limited  to  the  space  available. 


Persons  wishing  to  attend  should  notify 
this  office  at  least  one  day  In  advance. 
The  Committee  Chairman  may,  if  he 
deems  it  appropriate,  permit  members 
of  the  public  to  present  oral  statements 
at  the  meeting:  any  member  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  may  file  a  written  statement  with  the 
Committee  before,  during  or  after  the 
meeting. 

For  further  information  concerning 
this  Committee  meeting  contact  William 
R.  Shaw,  (phone  202-254-7065).  Min¬ 
utes  of  the  meeting  will  be  available  on 
request. 

Richard  K.  Berg, 
Executive  Secretary. 

May  13,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11387  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 45  am] 


COMMITTEE  ON  JUDICIAL  REVIEW 
*  Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Judicial  Review  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Conference  of  the  United 
States,  to  be  held  at  11  am..  May  30, 
1974  in  the  office  of  Covington  &  Burling, 
888  16th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Committee  will  meet  to  consider 
a  proposed  study  of  agency  control  of 
litigation  involving  the  agency. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public,  but  limited  to  the  space  available. 
Persons  wishing  to  attend  should  notify 
this  office  at  least  one  day  in  advance. 
The  Committee  Chairman  may,  if  he 
deems  it  appropriate,  permit  members  of 
the  public  to  present  oral  statements  at 
the  meeting;  any  member  of  the  public 
may  file  a  written  statement  with  the 
Committee  before,  dining  or  after  the 
meeting. 

For  further  information  concerning 
this  Committee  meeting  contact  Robert 
W.  Hamilton  of  the  Judicial  Review 
Committee,  202-254-7065.  Minutes  of  the 
meeting  will  be  available  on  request. 

Richard  K.  Berg, 
Executive  Secretary. 

May  13, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11388  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS  ENVIRONMENTAL  SUB¬ 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

May  14,  1974. 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
sections  29  and  182  b  of  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  (42  UJS.C.  2039,  2232  b),  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards’  Environmental  Subcommittee 
will  hold  a  meeting  on  May  31  and  June 
1,  1974,  in  Room  1046,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  The  purpose  of 
the  meeting  will  be  to  consider  a  variety 
of  subjects  and  programs  pertaining  to 
protection  of  the  environment. 

The  following  constitutes  that  portion 
of  the  Subcommittee’s  agenda  for  the 


above  meeting  which  will  be  open  to  the 
public: 

Friday,  May  31,  1974,  1:00  p.m.-5:00 
p.m.  Possible  revisions  to  Draft  Regula¬ 
tory  Guides :  “Calculation  of  Annual  Av¬ 
erage  Doses  to  Man  from  Routine  Re¬ 
leases  of  Reactor  Effluents  for  the  Pur¬ 
pose  of  Implementing  Appendix  I”;  and 
“Methods  for  Estimating  Atmospheric 
Tttspersion  of  Gaseous  Effluents  from 
Routine  Releases” — both  of  which  ap¬ 
pear  in  Attachment  to  Concluding  State¬ 
ment  of  Position  of  the  Regulatory  Staff, 
Public  Rulemaking  Hearing  on:  Numeri¬ 
cal  Guides  for  Design  Objectives  and 
Limiting  Conditions  for  Operation  to 
Meet  the  Criterion  “As  Low  as  Practi¬ 
cable”  for  Radioactive  Material  in  Light- 
Water-Cooled  Nuclear  Power  Reactors, 
Draft  Regulatory  Guides  for  Implemen¬ 
tation,  February  20,  1974,  Docket  No. 
RM— 50— 2,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20545. 

Environmental  considerations  relating 
to  the  transportation  of  radioactive  ma¬ 
terials,  including  but  not  limited  to  modes 
of  transport,  population  doses,  transport 
containers,  emergency  procedures  and 
research  programs. 

In  connection  with  the  above  agenda 
items,  the  Subcommittee  and  its  con¬ 
sultants  will  hold  an  executive  session 
at  8:30  a.m.  on  May  31  which  will  in¬ 
volve  a  discussion  of  their  preliminary 
views  of  the  agenda  items,  and  an  ex¬ 
ecutive  session  all  day  on  June  1,  1974, 
to  discuss  and  to  formulate  appropriate 
recommendations  to  the  full  ACRS  re¬ 
garding:  The  environmental  aspects  of 
the  Liquid  Metal  Fast  Breeder  Reactor 
Program,  of  plutonium  recycle  fuels,  and 
of  the  uranium  fuel  cycle.  The  Subcom¬ 
mittee  expects  to  continue,  as  time  al¬ 
lows,  to  discuss  and  to  formulate  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  full  Committee  re¬ 
garding  Draft  Regulatory  Guides:  “Cal¬ 
culation  of  Releases  of  Radioactive  Ma¬ 
terials  in  Liquid  and  Gaseous  Effluents 
from  Pressurized  Water  Reactors 
(PWRs)”;  “Calculation  of  Releases  of 
Radioactive  Materials  in  Liquid  and 
Gaseous  Effluents  from  Boiling  Water 
Reactors  (BWRs)”;  and  “Analytical 
Models  for  Estimating  Radioisotope  Con¬ 
centration  in  Different  Water  Bodies” — 
all  of  which  appear  in  Attachment  to 
Concluding  Statement  of  Position  of  the 
Regulatory  Staff,  Public  Rulemaking 
Hearing  On:  Numerical  Guides  for  De¬ 
sign  Objectives  and  Limiting  Conditions 
for  Operation  to  Meet  the  Criterion  “As 
Low  as  Practicable”  for  Radioactive  Ma¬ 
terial  in  Light-Water-Cooled  Nuclear 
Power  Reactors,  Draft  Regulatory  Guides 
for  Implementation,  February  20,  1974, 
Docket  No.  RM-50-2,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545. 

The  Subcommittee  will  discuss  items 
for  future  agenda. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463, 
that  the  executive  sessions  at  the  begin¬ 
ning  and  end  of  the  meeting  will  consist 
of  an  exchange  of  opinions  and  formula¬ 
tion  of  recommendations,  the  discussion 
of  which.  If  written,  would  fall  within 
exemption  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b).  It  Is 
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essential  to  close  such  portions  of  the 
meeting  to  protect  the  free  Interchange 
of  internal  views  and  to  avoid  undue  in¬ 
terference  with  Agency  or  Committee 
operation. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or 
schedule. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
manner  that,  in  his  judgment,  will  facili¬ 
tate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business,  in¬ 
cluding  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
completed  open  session  from  one  day  to 
the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  shall  apply: 

<  a>  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  items 
may  do  so  by  mailing  25  copies  thereof, 
postmarked  no  later  than  May  24,  1974, 
to  the  Executive  Secretary,  Advisory 
Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards,  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D  C.  20545. 

<b>  Those  persons  submitting  a  writ¬ 
ten  statement  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (a)  above  may  request  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  make  oral  statements  concern¬ 
ing  the  written  statement.  Such  requests 
shall  accompany  the  written  statement 
and  shall  set  forth  reasons  justifying  the 
need  for  such  oral  statement  and  its  use¬ 
fulness  to  the  Subcommittee.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  time  available  for  the  meet¬ 
ing  permits,  the  Subcommittee  will  re¬ 
ceive  oral  statements  during  a  period  of 
no  more  than  30  minutes  at  an  appro¬ 
priate  time,  chosen  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Subcommittee,  between  the  hours 
of  1  p.m.  and  4:30  p.m.  on  May  31,  1974. 

<c)  Requests  for  the  opportunity  to 
make  oral  statements  shall  be  ruled  on 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee, 
who  is  empowered  to  apportion  the  time 
available  among  those  selected  by  him  to 
make  oral  statements. 

(d)  Information  as  to  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  cancelled  or  resched¬ 
uled,  and  in  regard  to  the  Chairman’s 
ruling  on  requests  for  the  opportunity  to 
present  oral  statements,  and  the  time 
allotted,  can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid 
telephone  call  on  May  29,  1974,  to  the 
Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Committee  (telephone:  301-973-5651) 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:15  p.m.,  East¬ 
ern  Daylight  Time. 

(e)  Questions  may  be  propounded  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee  and  its 
consultants. 

( f )  Seating  for  the  public  will  be  avail¬ 
able  on  a  first-come,  first-served  basis. 

(g)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical 
Installation  and  presence  of  which  will 
not  interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the 
meeting,  will  be  permitted  both  before 
and  after  the  meeting  and  during  any 
recess.  The  use  of  such  equipment  will 
not,  however,  be  allowed  while  the  meet¬ 
ing  is  in  session. 

(h)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portions  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  inspection  during  the  fol¬ 
lowing  workday  at  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 


1717  H  Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
30545.  Copies  of  the  transcript  may  be 
reproduced  in  the  Public  Document 
Room  or  may  be  obtained  from  Ace  Fed¬ 
eral  Reporters,  Inc.,  415  Second  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20002  (telephone: 
202-547-6222),  upon  payment  of  appro¬ 
priate  charges. 

(i)  On  request,  copies  of  the  Minutes 
of  the  meeting  will  be  made  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
after  August  1,  1974.  Copies  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  payment  of  appropriate 
charges. 

John  C.  Ryan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

| FR  Doc  74-1 1441  Piled  5-16-74;8:45  am) 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  REG¬ 
ULATORY  GUIDES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

May  14,  1974. 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
section  29  and  182b  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232b),  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards’  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Regulatory  Guides  will 
hold  a  meeting  on  June  5,  1974,  in  Room 
1046,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  will  be 
to  discuss  a  Regulatory  Staff  draft  of 
the  following  proposed  Regulatory 
Guide : 

( 1 )  Proposed  Revision  1  of  Regulatory 
Guide  1.7,  “Control  of  Combustible  Gas 
Concentrations  in  Containment  Follow¬ 
ing  a  Loss  of  Coolant  Accident’’,  Draft  1. 

The  following  constitutes  that  portion 
of  the  Subcommittee’s  agenda  for  the 
above  meeting  which  will  be  open  to  the 
public : 

Wednesday,  June  5,  1974,  9  a.m.  until 
the  conclusion  of  business.  Discussion 
with  representatives  of  the  AEC  Regula¬ 
tory  Staff  regarding  the  proposed  Regu¬ 
latory  Guide  agenda  item. 

In  connection  with  the  above  agenda 
item,  the  Subcommittee  may  hold  Execu¬ 
tive  Sessions,  not  open  to  the  public,  at 
8:30  a.m.,  during  the  meeting,  and  at 
the  end  of  the  day  to  exchange  opinions 
and  formulate  recommendations  to  the 
ACRS. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
Subsection  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463, 
that  the  above-noted  executive  sessions 
will  consist  of  exchanges  of  opinions  and 
formulation  of  recommendations,  the 
discussion  of  which,  if  written,  would  fall 
within  exemption  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b). 
It  is  essential  to  close  such  portions  of 
the  meeting  to  protect  the  free  inter¬ 
change  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid 
undue  interference  with  Subcommittee 
and  agency  operation. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
manner  that  in  his  judgment  will  facili¬ 
tate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business,  in¬ 


cluding  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
completed  open  session  from  one  day  to 
the  next. 

With  respect  to  the  public  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  open  portion  of  the  meeting, 
the  following  reqiurements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wish’ng  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  item 
may  do  so  by  mailing  25  copies  thereof 
to  the  Executive  Secretary,  Advisory 
Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards,  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545.  Comments  for  consideration 
at  this  meeting  should  be  postmarked  no 
later  than  May  29,  1974.  Such  comments 
shall  be  based  upon  the  subject  matter 
of  the  proposed  Regulatory  Guide  agenda 
item  and  related  documents  which  are 
on  file  and  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545.  Single 
copies  of  drafts  of  proposed  Regulatory 
Guides  to  be  discussed  in  open  session 
at  this  meeting  may  be  obtained  directly 
upon  request  to  the  Director  of  Regula¬ 
tory  Standards. 

(b)  Those  persons  submitting  a  writ¬ 
ten  statement  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (a)  above  may  request  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  make  oral  statements  concern¬ 
ing  the  written  statement.  Such  requests 
shall  accompany  the  written  statement 
and  shall  set  forth  reasons  justifying  the 
need  for  such  oral  statement  and  its  use¬ 
fulness  to  the  Subcommittee.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  time  available  for  the  meet¬ 
ing  permits,  the  Subcommittee  will  re¬ 
ceive  oral  statements  during  a  period  of 
no  more  than  30  minutes  at  an  appro¬ 
priate  time,  chosen  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee,  between  the  hours  of 
9  a.m.  and  11  a.m.  on  June  5,  1974. 

(c)  Requests  for  the  opportunity  to 
make  oral  statements  shall  be  ruled  on 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
who  is  empowered  to  apportion  the  time 
available  among  those  selected  by  him 
to  make  oral  statements. 

(d)  Information  as  to  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  cancelled  or  resched¬ 
uled  and  in  regard  to  the  Chairman’s 
ruling  on  requests  for  the  opportunity  to 
present  oral  statements,  and  the  time  al¬ 
lotted,  can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid 
telephone  call  on  June  3, 1974,  to  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Committee  (telephone  301-973-5651)  be¬ 
tween  8:30  a.m.  and  5:15  p.m.,  Eastern 
Daylight  Time. 

(e)  Questions  may  be  propounded  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee  and  its 
consultants. 

(f)  Seating  for  the  public  will  be  avail¬ 
able  on  a  first-come,  first-served  basis. 

(g)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  in¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  will  not 
interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the  meet¬ 
ing,  will  be  permitted  both  before  and 
after  the  meeting  and  during  any  recess. 
The  use  of  such  equipment  will  not,  how¬ 
ever,  be  allowed  while  the  meeting  is  in 
session. 

(h)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portions  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  Inspection  during  the  fol- 
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lowing  workday  at  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545.  Copies  of  the  transcript  may  be 
reproduced  in  the  Public  Document 
Room  or  may  be  obtained  from  Ace  Fed¬ 
eral  Reporters,  Inc.,  415  Second  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C-  20002  (telephone 
202-547-6222)  upon  payment  of  appro¬ 
priate  charges. 

(i)  On  request,  copies  of  the  Minutes 
of  the  meeting  will  be  made  available 
for  inspection  at  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545  after  August  5, 1974.  Copies  may  be 
obtained  upon  payment  of  appropriate 
charges. 

-  John  C.  Ryan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-11442  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Mo.  60-382] 

LOUISIANA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Limited  Work  Authorization 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
50.10(e)  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion’s  (Commission)  regulations,  the 
Commission  has  authorized  the  Louisiana 
Power  and  Light  Company  to  conduct 
certain  site  activities  in  connection  with 
the  Waterford  Steam  Electric  Station, 
Unit  3  prior  to  a  decision  regarding  the 
Issuance  of  a  construction  permit. 

The  activities  that  are  authorized  are 
within  the  scope  of  those  authorized  by 
10  CFR  50.10(e)  (1)  and  include  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  erection  of  construction  office 
shop,  warehouse  facilities  and  the  instal¬ 
lation  of  electric  and  telephone  service; 
construction  and  installation  of  a  rail¬ 
road  spur  line  from  the  Texas  &  Pacific 
track  into  the  general  future  plant  area. 
Establishing  a  security  fence  on  the 
perimeter  of  the  site  with  security 
lighting. 

This  authorization  is  subject  to  sub¬ 
sequent  licensing  action  with  respect  to 
the  outcome  of  the  consideration  of  anti¬ 
trust  matters. 

Any  activities  undertaken  pursuant  to 
this  authorization  are  entirely  at  the  risk 
of  the  Louisiana  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany  and  the  grant  of  the  authorization 
has  no  bearing  on  the  issuance  of  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  with  respect  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  rules,  regulations, 
or  orders  promulgated  pursuant  thereto. 

An  Initial  Decision  on  safety  and  envi¬ 
ronmental  issues  by  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  in  the  above  cap¬ 
tioned  proceeding  was  issued  on  April  30, 
1974.  A  copy  of  (1)  the  Initial  Decision; 
(2)  the  applicant’s  Preliminary  Safety 
Analysis  Report  and  amendments  there¬ 
to;  (3)  the  applicant’s  Environmental 
Report,  and  amendments  thereto;  (4) 
the  staff’s  Final  Environmental  State¬ 
ment  dated  March  1973;  and  (5)  the 
Commission’s  letter  of  authorization, 
dated  May  14,  1974,  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street 


NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  the  St. 
Charles  Parish  Library,  Hahnville, 
Louisiana. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  14th 
day  of  May  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

A.  Giambttsso, 

Deputy  Director  for  Reactor 
Projects,  Directorate  of  Li¬ 
censing. 

[FR  Doc.74-11443  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  60-448,  50-449] 

POTOMAC  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO. 

Availability  of  AEC  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  United 
States  Atomic  Energy  Commission’s  reg¬ 
ulations  in  Apprtidix  D  to  10  CFR  Part 
50,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  Draft 
Environmental  Statement  prepared  by 
the  Commission’s  Directorate  of  Licens¬ 
ing  related  to  the  proposed  Douglas 
Point  Nuclear  Generating  Station  Units 
1  and  2,  to  be  constructed  by  the  Poto¬ 
mac  Electric  Power  Company  in  Charles 
County,  Maryland,  is  available  for  in¬ 
spection  by  the  public  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  in 
the  Charles  County  Public  Library,  Gar¬ 
rett  &  Charles  Streets,  LaPlata,  Mary¬ 
land  20646.  The  Draft  Statement  is  also 
being  made  available  at  the  Department 
of  State  Planning,  301  West  Preston 
Street,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21201;  the 
Metropolitan  Washington  Council  of 
Governments,  1225  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036;  and  at  the 
Virginia  Division  of  State  Planning  and 
Community  Affairs,  1010  Madison  Build¬ 
ing,  Richmond,  Virginia  23230.  Copies  of 
the  Commission’s  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  may  be  obtained  by  request 
addressed  to  the  US.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
Attention;  Deputy  Director  for  Reactor 
Projects,  Directorate  of  Licensing. 

The  Applicant’s  Environmental  Re¬ 
port,  as  supplemented,  submitted  by 
Potomac  Electric  Power  Company  is  also 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
above-designated  locations.  Notice  of 
availability  of  the  Applicant’s  Environ¬ 
mental  Report  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  August  31,  1973  (38  FR 
23548). 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  50,  Appendix 
D,  interested  persons  may  submit  com¬ 
ments  on  the  Applicant’s  Environmental 
Report,  as  supplemented,  and  the  Draft 
Environmental  Statement  for  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  consideration.  Federal  and 
State  agencies  are  being  provided  with 
copies  of  the  Applicant’s  Environmental 
Report  and  the  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  (local  agencies  may  obtain 
these  documents  upon  request).  Com¬ 
ments  are  due  by  July  8, 1974.  Comments 
by  Federal,  State,  and  local  officials,  or 
other  persons  received  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  made  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 


Library,  Garrett  &  Charles  Streets,  La¬ 
Plata,  Maryland  20646.  Upon  considera¬ 
tion  of  comments  submitted  with  respect 
to  the  Draft  Environmental  Statement, 
the  Regulatory  staff  will  prepare  a  final 
environmental  statement,  the  availabil¬ 
ity  of  which  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Comments  on  the  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  from  Interested  members  of 
the  public  should  be  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20545,  Attention:  Deputy  Di¬ 
rector  for  Reactor  Projects,  Directorate 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
14th  day  of  May  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

George  W.  Knighton, 
Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  No.  1,  Directorate  of 
Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-11446  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Construction  Permit  Nos.  81,  82] 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Notice  and  Order  for  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  the  matter  of  Consumers  Power 
Company  (Midland  Plant,  Units  1  and 
2) ,  Construction  Permit  Nos.  81  and  82. 

Please  take  notice  that  a  further  pre- 
hearing  conference  will  be  held  in  this 
proceeding  on  May  30,  1974,  at  10  a.m.. 
Room  1743,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen 
Building,  219  S.  Dearborn  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois. 

Washington,  D.C.,  May  14, 1974. 

By  order  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board. 

Michael  L.  Glaser, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.74-14111  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-361,  50-362  ] 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 

ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Oral  Argument 

In  the  matter  of  Southern  California 
Edison  Company,  et  al.  (San  Onofre  Nu¬ 
clear  Generating  Station,  Units  2  and  3) 
Docket  NOS.  50-361,  50-362. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Appeal  Board’s  Order  of  May 
10,  1974,  oral  argument  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  is  scheduled  for  9:30  a.m.  on  Thurs¬ 
day,  May  30,  1974,  in  the  courtroom  of 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  Ninth  Circuit,  16  th  floor,  United 
States  Courthouse,  312  North  Spring 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  California. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Appeal  Board. 

Esther  G.  Cusato, 
Secretary  to  the  Appeal  Board. 

May  13,  1974. 

(FR  Doc.74-11326  Filed  5-16-74;  t:  46  MB  ] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Dockets  No.  26057,  26075;  Order  74-4-149] 

PAN  AMERICAN  AIRWAYS,  INC.,  ET  AL 

Schedule  Adjustments  and  Capacity 
Limitation  Agreements 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-10213  appearing  at  page 
15346  of  the  issue  of  Thursday,  May  2, 
1974,  the  following  sentence  should  be 
inserted  immediately  before  the  first 
paragraph:  “Issued  under  delegated  au¬ 
thority,  April  26, 1974.” 

COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
List  of  Statements  Received 

Environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  from  May  6  through  May  10, 
1974.  The  date  of  receipt  for  each  state¬ 
ment  is  noted  in  the  statement  summary. 
Under  Council  Guidelines,  the  minimum 
period  for  public  review  and  comment  on 
draft  environmental  impact  statements  is 
forty-five  (45)  days  from  this  Federal 
Register  notice  of  availability.  (June  31, 
1974.) 

Copies  of  Individual  statements  are. 
available  for  review  from  the  originating 
agency.  Back  copies  will  also  be  available 
from  a  commercial  source,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Law  Institute,  of  Washington, 
DC. 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Contact:  Dr.  Fred  H.  Tschlrley,  Acting  Co¬ 
ordinator,  Environmental  Quality  Activities, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  331-E,  Administration 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250  (  202  )  447- 
3965. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Final 

Timber  Management  Plan,  Stanislaus  N.F., 
several  counties,  California,  May  6:  The 
statement  refers  to  the  proposed  Timber 
Management  Plan  for  the  Stanislaus  Na¬ 
tional  Forest.  Productive  forest  land  in  Stan¬ 
islaus  includes  482,047  acres.  Total  potential 
yield  under  the  plan  Is  1,865  M  cunits  (1,201 
MMBF)  from  Standard  Component  lands 
during  the  ten  year  plan.  Additional  yields 
are  available  from  Special  (147  M  cunits  or 
101  MMBF)  and  Marginal  Components  (418 
M  cunits  or  268  MMBF) .  Adverse  impact  will 
occur  to  water,  air,  and  soil  quality,  and  to 
fish  and  wildlife  habitat  (99  pages).  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  USDA,  DOT,  FPC,  EPA,  COE. 
DOI,  State  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens. 
(ELR  Order  No.  40741.) 

Jack  pine  Gulch  Timber  Sale,  Beaverhead 
N.F.,  Madison  County,  Montana,  May  10: 
Proposed  Is  the  sale  of  7,933  MBF  of  timber 
from  19  cutting  blocks  covering  964  acres. 
The  sale  will  require  the  construction  of  11.3 
miles  of  permanent  road  and  11.8  mUes  of 
temporary  road.  Hie  sale  will  reduce  the 
sultabUlty  of  the  roadless  area  for  wilderness 
classification  (60  pages).  Comments  made 
by:  DOI,  State  agencies,  and  concerned  citi¬ 
zens.  (ELR  Order  No.  40768.) 

Radiofelology  of  Northern  Forests,  Oneida 
County,  Wisconsin,  May  8:  The  statement 
refers  to  a  research  project  which  Is  being 
conducted  In  a  1440  acre  forest,  a  6.5  acre 
gamma  radiation  field,  and  In  the  laboratory 
of  the  Institute  of  Forest  Genetics,  near 
Rhinelander,  Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of  the 


research  is  to  study  the  effects  of  gamma 
radiation  (Including  that  resulting  from 
nuclear  disasters),  upon  Individual  species 
and  the  forest  community.  Direct  effects  of 
radiation  will  be  significant  on  approxi¬ 
mately  10  of  the  1440  acres  (88  pages) .  Com¬ 
ments  made  by :  AEC,  DOI,  XJSDA,  HUD,  State 
and  local  agencies  and  concerned  citizens. 
(ELR  Order  No.  40753.) 

North  Gros  Ventre-Spread  Creek,  Bridger- 
Teton  N.F.,  Teton  and  Fremont  Counties, 
Wyoming,  May  6:  The  statement  refers  to  a 
proposed  land  use  plan  for  the  294,000  acre 
North  Gros  Ventre-Spread  Creek  Planning 
Unit  of  the  Bridger-Teton  National  Forest. 
The  plan  will  allow  for  timber  management, 
recreational  uses,  mineral  development  and 
mining,  and  wildlife  habitat  protection. 
Under  the  plan  there  would  be  road  con¬ 
struction  and  development  In  presently  road¬ 
less  areas.  (A  total  of  216,000  acres  of  the 
Unit  are  presently  undeveloped.)  Develop¬ 
ment  of  the  land  and  additional  consumptive 
uses  of  its  resources  are  the  major  impacts  of 
the  proposal.  Comments  made  by:  EPA,  3tate 
and  local  agencies,  and  jconcerned  citizens. 
(ELR  Order  No.  40739.) 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Draft 

Kahaluu  .  Watershed  Project,  Honolulu 
County,  Hawaii,  May  7:  Proposed  Is  a  water¬ 
shed  protection,  flood  prevention,  and  recre¬ 
ation  project  In  Honolulu.  Project  measures 
will  include  land  treatment,  a  debris  basin, 
and  a  28  acre  multipurpose  lagoon.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  lower  reaches  of  Walhee,  Kahaluu, 
and  Ahuimanu  Streams  will  be  enlarged  and 
lined  with  concrete.  The  local  governments 
will  construct  a  recreational  park  at  the 
lagoon.  Adverse  Impact  will  Include  the  loss 
of  some  aquatic  habitat,  and  the  displace¬ 
ment  of  21  homes  and  4  businesses.  (40 
pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  47048.) 

AGRICULTURAL  STAB.  AND  CONSERV.  SERVICE 

Draft 

Emergency  Conservation  Measures  Pro¬ 
gram,  May  6:  The  statement  refers  to  the 
Emergency  Conservation  Measures  Program, 
which  provides  cost-share  assistance  to  farm¬ 
ers  for  carrying  out  conservation  measures  to 
control  wind  erosion,  or  to  rehabilitate  farm¬ 
lands  damaged  by  wind  erosion,  flood,  hurri¬ 
canes,  or  other  natural  disasters.  Measures 
approved  under  the  program  Include:  debris 
removal;  contouring  of  land;  restoration 
structures;  and  similar  land  rehabilitation 
measures  (40  pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  40738.) 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Draft 

Bucks  Lake,  Plumas  National  Forest, 
Plumas  County,  California,  May  8:  Proposed 
is  the  Implementation  of  a  land  use  plan 
for  the  Bucks  Lake  Unit,  Plumas  National 
Forest.  The  44,936  acre  unit  Includes  part 
of  the  12,844  acre  Bucks  Lake  Inventoried 
roadless  unit.  Management  will  be  for 
aesthetic  value,  water  shed  quality,  roadless 
conditions,  and  timber  production.  There  will 
be  construction  of  17  miles  of  road  and  an 
annual  harvest  of  8.9  million  board  feet  of 
timber.  There  will  be  some  recreational  de¬ 
velopment;  7,663  acres  of  potential  wilder¬ 
ness  will  lose  that  potential  due  to  some  form 
of  development  (59  pages).  (ELR  Order  No. 
40755.) 

The  following  final  environmental  impact 
statement  was  incorrectly  noted  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  May  6,  1974  as  a  draft. 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Final 

Poplar  River  Watershed.  Clark  and  Taylor 
Counties.  Wisconsin,  May  24:  The  statement 
refers  to  an  erosion  and  flood  control  project 
which  will  Involve  conservation  land  treat¬ 


ment  measures,  the  construction  of  an  earth- 
fill  dam  and  285  acre  wildlife  pool  with  nest¬ 
ing  islands;  a  452  acre  floodwater  retarding 
pool;  recreation  areas;  a  1.31  mile  dike  around 
the  city  of  Owen,  and  related  work.  A  1,620 
acre  park  and  wildlife  area  will  be  estab¬ 
lished.  A  total  of  1,140  acres,  Including  wet¬ 
land,  forest,  and  agricultural  land,  will  be 
either  permanently  or  temporary  effected  by 
project  construction.  Comments  made  by: 
COE,  DOI,  EPA,  State  agencies,  and  con¬ 
cerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  40664.) 

Atomic  Energy  Commission 

Contact:  For  Non-Regulatory  Matters:  Mr. 
W.  Herbert  Pennington,  Office  of  Assistant 
General  Manager,  E-201,  AEC,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545  (301)  973-4241.  For  Regulatory 
Matters:  Mr.  A.  Giambusso,  Deputy  Director 
for  Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of  Licens¬ 
ing,  P-722,  AEC,  Washington,  D.C.  20645 
(301)  973-7373. 

Draft 

Fulton  Generating  Station,  Lancaster 
County,  Pennsylvania,  May  10:  Proposed  Is 
the  Issuance  of  construction  permits  to  the 
Philadelphia  Electric  Company  for  the  Sta¬ 
tion.  Two  Identical  high-temperature  gas- 
cooled  reactors  (HTGR's)  will  be  employed  to 
produce  3000  MWt  each.  A  steam  turbine 
generator  will  convert  this  heat  to  1,120 
MWe  (net)  for  each  unit.  A  closed-cycle,  nat¬ 
ural  draft  cooling  tower  system  will  be  uti¬ 
lized,  with  water  drawn  from  Conowlngo 
Pond  at  a  maximum  rate  of  43,000.  The  sta¬ 
tion  will  occupy  a  360  acre  site.  (ELR  Order 
No.  40770.) 

Department  of  Commerce 

Contact:  Dr.  Sidney  R.  Galler,  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Environmental  Affairs, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  202-967-4335. 

Final 

InterAmerican  Trade  and  Cultural  Center, 
Dade  County,  Fla.,  May  7:  The  statement  re¬ 
fers  to  the  proposed  DOC  action  In  funding 
the  development  and  operation  of  a  Federal 
Bicentennial  exhibition  for  one  year  (1976) 
in  a  pavillion  to  be  provided  by  the  INTER - 
AMA  authority.  The  statement  also  discusses 
the  proposed  action  by  HUD  to  purchase  22 
million  dollars  In  bonds  as  part  of  the  over¬ 
all  financing  of  the  INTERAMA  project.  The 
request  for  a  Corps  of  Engineers  dredging 
permit  and  the  related  environmental  Im¬ 
pact  of  such  action  are  also  discussed.  The 
major  adverse  effect  will  be  construction  dis¬ 
ruption.  (39  pages) . 

Comments  made  by:  HEW,  HUD,  DOT, 
COE,  GSA,  State,  and  local  agencies  and 
concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  40751.) 

Department  or  Defense 
army  CORPS 

Contact:  Mr.  Francis  X.  Kelly,  Director, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attn:  DAEN-PAP, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  US.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  1000  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20314,  202-693- 
7168. 

Draft 

Oil  and  Gas  Development,  Cook  Inlet, 
Alaska,  May  8:  Proposed  Is  the  Issuance  of 
permits  (under  Section  10  of  the  River  and 
Harbor  Act  of  1899)  for  the  construction  of 
structures  in  navigable  waters  of  Cook  Inlet, 
In  order  to  explore  for  and  develop  oil  and 
gas  resources.  The  statement  discusses  im¬ 
pacts  upon  marine  biota,  water  and  air  qual¬ 
ity,  resource  use  competition,  economics, 
energy  crisis,  navigation,  and  human  ecol¬ 
ogy.  (Alaska  District.)  (311  pages.)  (ELR 
Order  No.  40764.) 

San  Diego  Harbor,  San  Diego  County, 
Calif.,  May  9:  The  project  involves  deepening 
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and  widening  of  navigation  channels  and 
turning  basins  in  San  Diego  Harbor.  Dredged 
materials  will  be  used  to  create  new  land 
in  San  Diego  Bay  and  placed  on  the  ocean 
beach  at  the  city  of  Imperial  Beach  and  oppo¬ 
site  the  U.S.  Naval  Amphibious  Base.  Adverse 
effects  consist  of  the  destruction  61  orga¬ 
nisms  and  alteration  of  habitats  in  dredged 
areas,  destruction  of  65  acres  of  intertidal 
and  shallow  subsital  habitats  of  high  ecologi¬ 
cal  value,  and  turbidity  in  nearshore  ocean 
waters  while  spoil  is  discharged  on  the  ocean 
beach.  (Los  Angeles  District.)  (ELR  Order 
No.  40762.) 

Jacksonville  Harbor  (Maintenance  Dredg¬ 
ing),  Florida,  May  9:  The  statement  refers 
to  the  maintenance  to  required  depths  of  the 
navigation  channel  at  Jacksonville  Harbor 
by  removing  shoaled  material  from  the  chan¬ 
nel.  Approximately  1,250,000  cubic  yards  is 
scheduled  for  removal  in  FY-74.  Adverse  im¬ 
pacts  are  the  destruction  of  some  benthic 
organisms,  temporary  turbidity,  loss  of  some 
existing  terrestrial  organisms  and  vegeta¬ 
tion,  and  the  loss  of  about  50  acres  of  marsh 
and  about  675  acres  of  open  water  over  a  20- 
year  period.  (Jacksonville  District.)  (22 
pages.)  (ELR  Order  No.  40763.) 

Draft 

St.  Joseph  Harbor,  Shore  Damage.  Berrien 
County,  Michigan,  May  9:  The  statement 
refers  to  the  attempt  to  mitigate  shore  ero¬ 
sion  in  the  vicinity  of  St.  Joseph  Harbor.  The 
plan  considered  most  practical  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  entails  the  creation  of  “feeder  beaches’’ 
to  nourish  the  areas  suffering  shore  damage 
with  littoral  materials  supplied  in  part  from 
the  unpolluted  dredgings  obtained  during 
harbor  maintenance  operations.  Adverse  im¬ 
pacts  include  temporary  turbidity  due  to 
dredging,  and  temporary  increases  in  noise 
during  construction.  (Detroit  District)  (35 
pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  40765.) 

Great  South  Bay,  Patchogue  River,  New 
York,  May  6:  Proposed  is  the  maintenance 
dredging  of  the  existing  Federal  navigation 
project  in  Great  South  Bay,  the  Patchogue 
River,  and  the  Long  Island  Sound  Intra¬ 
coastal  Waterway,  to  their  authorized  dimen¬ 
sions.  There  will  be  adverse  impact  to  marine 
biota  (New  York  District)  (25  pages).  (ELR 
Order  No.  40740.) 

Wilkerson  Creek  Bridge,  Replacement  (2), 
Hyde  County,  North  Carolina,  May  8:  The 
project  involves  the  replacement  of  an  ob¬ 
solete  swing-span  highway  bridge  across  the 
Atlantic  Intracoastal  Waterway  (AIWW)  at 
Wilkerson  Creek  with  a  high-level,  fixed- 
span  bridge.  Adverse  impacts  are  the  loss  of 
28  acres  of  woodland,  and  the  temporary  re¬ 
duction  of  water  quality  in  the  AIWW  (Wil¬ 
mington  District)  (29  pages).  (ELR  Order 
No.  40757.) 

Conneaut  Harbor,  Diked  Disposal  Site  No. 
2,  Ashtabula  County,  Ohio,  May  9:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  construction  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  a  51 -acre  diked  disposal  facility  to 
receive  polluted  sediments  dredged  from 
Conneaut  Harbor.  The  proposed  structure 
will  accommodate  100,000  cu.  yds.  of  mainte¬ 
nance  dredging  spoils,  and  15.000  cu.  yds.  of 
permit  dredging  spoils  annually  for  about  10 
years.  Adverse  impacts  include  the  loss  of  61 
acres  of  surface  water,  lake  bottom  and  3 
acres  of  shoreline  bluff,  and  residents  east  of 
the  disposal  site  may  experience  a  slight  odor 
during  filling  operations  (Buffalo  District). 
( ELR  Order  No.  40764.) 

Southern  Branch  of  Elizabeth  River  (2), 
Virginia,  May  8:  The  statement  refers  to  the 
construction  of  a  channel  extension  and  a 
turning  basin  in  the  Southern  Branch  of 
Elizabeth  River.  Approximately  400  acres  of 
land,  on  which  levees  and  spillways  will  be 
constructed,  will  be  used  for  disposal  of 
spoil.  Adverse  impacts  are  the  loss  of  three 
million  cu.  yds.  of  bottom  biota,  water 


turbidity  during  construction,  localized  al¬ 
teration  of  annual  salinity  distribution, 
shoreline  erosion,  and  the  possible  introduc¬ 
tion  of  chemical  pollutants  through  acci¬ 
dental  spoil  or  by  collisions  (Norfolk  Dis¬ 
trict)  (62  pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  40758.) 

Kahoma  Stream  Flood  Control  Project, 
Maui,  Hawaii,  May  7 :  The  project  consists  of 
a  revetted  outlet,  major  realignment  and 
construction  of  about  5,280  ft.  of  concrete- 
lined  trapezoidal  section  channel,  recon¬ 
struction  of  three  bridges,  a  diversion  levee 
and  a  rock  sill  and  debris  basin  at  the  upper 
limits  of  the  project  area.  Adverse  Impacts 
are  the  use  of  13  acres  of  agricultural  land, 
visual  degradation  of  the  area,  and  dis¬ 
turbances  normally  associated  with  con¬ 
struction  (Pacific  Ocean  Division). 

Final 

Contained  Disposal  Area,  Toledo  Harbor, 
Ohio,  May  9:  The  proposed  project  is  the 
construction  of  a  400  acre  diked  spoil  dis¬ 
posal  area.  The  dike  will  interrupt  a  minor 
amount  of  boat  traffic;  aquatic  life  will  be 
adversely  affected  (234  pages).  Comments 
made  by:  FPC,  USDA,  DOC,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT, 
EPA,  State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order 
No.  40761.) 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Contact:  Mr.  Sheldon  Meyers,  Director, 
Office  of  Federal  Activities,  Room  3630  Water¬ 
side  Mall,  Washington,  D.C.  20460  (202) 
755-0940. 

Final 

Parker  Water  and  Sanitation  District,  Col¬ 
orado,  May  6:  The  statement  refers  to  the 
construction  of  sewage  treatment  facilities 
in  Parker,  which  is  twenty  miles  southeast 
of  Denver.  The  facilities  will  include  an  in¬ 
terceptor  sewer  and  an  0.25  mgd  treatment 
facility.  Expansion  of  the  facility  in  0.25 
mgd  increments  has  been  planned  for,  with 
the  first  such  expansion  expected  in  1976. 
The  facility  will  serve  an  area  of  2,240 
acres,  with  a  present  estimated  population  of 
1,650  persons.  The  project  is  expected  to  en¬ 
courage  more  rapid  growth  of  the  area;  cur¬ 
rent  estimates  are  for  a  population  of  33,000 
in  1993.  Comments  made  by:  USDA,  DOI, 
DOT,  COE,  and  State  Rgencies.  (ELR  Order 
No.  40743.) 

Kerrville,  Texas,  Sewage  Treatment  Facil¬ 
ities,  Kerr  County,  Texas,  May  7:  Proposed 
is  the  granting  of  funds  to  the  City  of  Kerr¬ 
ville,  for  the  upgrading  and  expansion  of  its 
existing  1.0  mgd  trickling  filter  facility  to 
2.25  mgd  with  activated  sludge  treatment. 
Included  will  be  new  Interceptor  mains,  and 
modifications  to  existing  lift  stations.  Im¬ 
pact  will  include  construction  disruption, 
air  pollution,  and  unappealing  aesthetics 
(232  pages).  Comments  made  by:  COE, 
USDA,  DOI,  DOT,  State  and  local  agencies, 
and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No. 
40750.) 

General  Services  Administration 

Contact:  Mr.  Andrew  E.  Kauders,  Executive 
Director  of  Environmental  Affairs,  General 
Services  Administration,  18th  and  F  Streets, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20405  (202)  343-4161. 

Draft 

Grosse  lie  South  Channel  Range  Light  Dis¬ 
posal,  Wayne  County,  Michigan,  May  7:  Pro¬ 
posed  is  the  disposal  by  GSA  of  the  20.66  acre 
Grosse  lie  South  Channel  Range  Light  prop¬ 
erty,  through  public  sale  under  sealed  bid. 
No  adverse  environmental  impact  is  antic¬ 
ipated  (17  pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  40752.) 
Final 

U.S.  Customs  House,  Wilmington  (Dis¬ 
posal),  New  Castle  County,  Delaware,  May  6: 
Proposed  is  the  disposal  by  negotiated  sale  of 
the  U.S.  Custom  House  Building  and  0.016 
acre  of  land,  in  the  Town  of  Wilmington.  The 


Customs  House  is  eligible  for  listing  on  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (85 
pages) .  Comments  made  by:  HUD,  EPA,  DOI, 
state  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
40735.) 

Department  op  HUD 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Acting  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Community  and  Environ¬ 
mental  Standards,  Room  7206,  451  7th  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20410  (202)  755-5980. 

Draft 

Mortgage  Ins.,  Gunnison  Street,  Chicago, 
Cook  County,  Illinois,  May  6:  The  statement 
refers  to  the  proposed  granting  of  HUD 
mortgage  insurance  on  a  (2,812,500.00,  135 
multiple  family  apartment  building  in 
Chicago.  The  17  story  structure  will  take  0.4 
acres  of  land.  Impact  of  the  project  will  in¬ 
clude  the  sharp  increase  In  residential  den¬ 
sity,  as  well  as  additional  traffic.  (32  pages). 
(ELR  Order  No.  40744.) 

Department  of  Interior 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Room  7260, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240, 202-343-3891. 

BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

Final 

Garrison  Diversion  Unit,  Supplement,  May 
6:  The  statement  provides  supplemental  in¬ 
formation  relating  to:  fish  and  wildlife  man¬ 
agement  areas;  irrigation  return  flows  and 
water  quality;  stream  channelization  and 
wetland  drainage;  Impacts  on  upland  habitat; 
and  the  principal  supply  works.  The  Garri¬ 
son  Diversion  Unit,  a  unit  of  the  Plck-Sloan 
Missouri  Basin  Program,  is  intended  to  pro¬ 
vide  Missouri  River  water  for  irrigation,  mu¬ 
nicipal  and  industrial  use,  and  fish  and 
wildlife  developments  (47  pages.)  Comments 
made  by:  (ELR  Order  No.  40729.) 

GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 

Final 

Santa  Ynez  Unit,  Santa  Barbara  Channel 
California,  May  7 :  The  statement  refers 
to  proposed  operations  on  seventeen  oil  and 
gas  leases  (83,037  acres)  of  the  Santa  Ynez 
Unit,  on  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf  in  the 
Santa  Barbara  Channel.  The  leases  will  be 
issued  under  the  provisions  of  Section  8  of 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Lands  Act  (67 
Stat.  462)  for  extraction  of  known  gas  and 
oil  deposits.  Development  will  entail  some 
degree  of  pollution  risk  to  the  marine  envi¬ 
ronment,  adjacent  shoreline,  and  the  site 
of  the  onshore  treating  and  processing  fa¬ 
cility,  from  accidental  or  recurrent  oil  spill¬ 
age.  (three  volumes.)  Comments  made  by: 
EPA,  DOC,  USCG,  DOI,  state,  and  local  agen¬ 
cies.  (ELR  Order  No.  40747.) 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Final 

Guilford  Courthouse  National  Military 
Park,  Guilford  County,  N.C.,  May  10:  The 
statement  refers  to  a  proposed  development 
concept  plan  for  the  park.  Including  a  one¬ 
way  loop  tour  road  around  the  park,  a  visitor 
site,  a  bicycle  circulation  system,  and  restora¬ 
tion  measures.  The  development  plan  is  in¬ 
tended  to  promote  sequential  interpretation 
of  the  park  by  Increased  numbers  of  visitors. 
(79  pages.)  Comments  made  by:  EPA,  USDA, 
State,  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
40767.) 

BUREAU  OF  SPORT  FISHERIES  AND  WILDLIFE 

Draft 

Proposed  Charles  M.  Russell  Wilderness 
Area,  several  counties,  Mont.,  May  6:  Pro¬ 
posed  is  the  legislative  designation  of  176,- 
140  acres  of  the  Charles  M.  Russell  National 
Wildlife  Range  as  wilderness  within  the  Na- 
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tienal  Wilderness  Preservation  System.  Long 
term  effects  of  the  action  Include  the  preven¬ 
tion  of  such  developments  as  roads,  cabin 
sites,  fences,  camp  grounds,  and  stock  ponds. 

( 144  pages.)  (ELR  Order  No.  40730.) 

Proposed  Charles  Sheldon  Wilderness, 
Humboldt  and  Washoe  Counties,  Nev.,  May  8: 
Proposed  is  the  legislative  designation  of 
277,200  acres  of  high  desert  habitat  on  the 
Charles  Sheldon  Antelope  Range  and  the 
Sheldon  National  Antelope  Refuge  as  wilder¬ 
ness.  Wilderness  designation  would  commit 
the  area  to  the  forces  of  nature,  and  remove 
some  future  management  options.  (92  pages.) 
(ELR  Order  No.  40756.) 

Department  of  Transportation 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  400  7th 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590,  202- 

426-4357. 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

U  S.  45,  Columbus  to  Shannon,  Mississippi, 
May  6:  The  proposed  project  consists  of  re¬ 
locating  U.S.  45  from  U.S.  82  west  of  Colum¬ 
bus  to  U.S.  45  at  Shannon,  a  distance  of  ap¬ 
proximately  46  miles.  Seven  alternative  relo¬ 
cation  alignments  are  discussed  In  the  state¬ 
ment.  There  will  be  displacements  of  families 
and  businesses  no  matter  what  alternative  is 
chosen.  (ELR  Order  No.  40732.) 

U.S.  80,  Demopolis  to  Faunsdale,  Marengo 
and  Hale  Counties,  Ala.,  May  6:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  proposed  Improvement  of 
U  S.  80  from  Demopolis  to  Faunsdale.  The 
new  4-lane  facility  will  be  15.3  miles  in 
length.  Adverse  Impacts  are  the  acquisition 
of  several  acres  of  land,  displacement  of  ap¬ 
proximately  8  families  and  2  businesses,  de¬ 
struction  of  some  wildlife  habitat,  and  in¬ 
creased  air,  water,  and  noise  pollution.  (25 
pages.)  (ELR  Order  No.  40745.) 

Interstate  5,  Stockton  to  Sacramento,  Sac¬ 
ramento  County,  Calif.,  May  6:  The  project 
involves  the  construction  of  a  4.8  mile  por¬ 
tion  of  1-5  between  Stockton  and  Sacra¬ 
mento.  The  facility  will  be  an  Initial  4-lane 
freeway  entirely  on  new  alignment.  Adverse 
impacts  consist  of  the  loss  of  228  acres  of  ag¬ 
ricultural  land,  and  the  removal  of  approxi¬ 
mately  2,200,000  cu.  yds.  of  material  from 
a  borrow  site.  (70  pages.)  (ELR  Order  No. 
40742.) 

Yazoo  City  Bypass,  U.S.  49W,  Yazoo  County, 
Miss..  May  8:  The  project  consists  of  relocat¬ 
ing  approximately  3.8  miles  of  U.S.  49W  from 
Its  Junction  with  Mississippi  Highway  No.  3 
In  a  southeasterly  direction  to  a  Junction 
with  Miss.  Highway  No.  16,  Highway  No.  49E, 
and  UR.  49.  The  project  directly  affects  the 
town  of  Yazoo  City  In  that  it  will  provide  a 
bypass  route  to  the  south  of  that  city.  Ad¬ 
verse  Impacts  are  increased  air,  noise,  and 
water  pollution  due  to  construction,  and  the 
displacement  of  19  families  and  L  business 
(66  pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  40769.) 

West  Side  Highway  Project,  New  York, 
May  8:  Hie  statement  deals  with  the  south¬ 
ern  section  of  a  proposed  total  reconstruction 
of  the  major  highways  on  Manhattan’s  West 
Side.  Five  alternatives  are  presented:  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  present  aerial  limited  access 
highway;  reconstruction  of  an  aerial  struc¬ 
ture  along  the  existing  right-of-way;  conver¬ 
sion  of  the  present  structure  to  a  surface 
arterial;  a  totally  new  surface,  depressed, 
tunnel  and  aerial  highway  and  transit  road 
at  the  existing  shoreline;  and  a  new  highway 
and  transit  facility  at  the  end  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  pier  line.  Environmental  Impacts  vary 
greatly  according  to  the  alternative.  A  4(f) 
statement  on  park  lands  Is  included.  (ELR 
Order  No.  40760.) 

Loop  427,  Williamson  County,  Tex.,  May  6: 
The  statement  refers  to  the  extension  of  Loop 
427  In  Williamson  County.  The  project  begins 


at  the  Intersection  of  Loop  427  and  Lake 
Drive  and  terminates  at  the  intersection  of 
Loop  427  and  OS.  79  in  the  city  of  Taylor.  The 
project  length  Is  5.6  miles.  Adverse  Impacts 
include  increased  air,  and  water  pollution 
due  to  construction,  and  the  displacement  of 
approximately  8  families  and  3  businesses. 
(58  pages.)  (ELR  Order  No.  40746.) 

U.S.  18  and  U.S.  151,  Dodgeville  to  Mt. 
Horeb,  Iowa  and  Dane  Counties,  Wls,  May  6 : 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  con¬ 
struction  of  a  21  mile  segment  of  highway 
which  will  be  the  concurrent  route  for  U.S.  18 
and  U.S.  151.  The  Improvement  will  be  be¬ 
tween  Dodgeville  and  Mt.  Horeb.  Adverse  im¬ 
pacts  Include  increased  noise  levels,  the  use 
of  1090  acres  of  land  (67%  of  which  is  crop¬ 
land),  and  the  displacement  of  2  families  and 
3  businesses.  (ELR  Order  No.  40728.) 

Draft 

1-20,  Dallas  and  Kaufman  Counties,  Texas, 
May  6 :  The  statement  refers  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  1-20  on  new  location  from  the  Inter¬ 
section  of  US.  175  and  I.H.  635,  east  to  east 
of  Farney  in  the  cities  of  Balch  Springs,  Kle¬ 
berg,  Mesquite,  Farney,  and  Terrell.  The  pro¬ 
posed  project  consists  of  a  4  to  8  lane  con¬ 
trolled  access  freeway  facility.  Adverse  Im¬ 
pacts  include  the  displacement  of  49  families 
and  2  businesses,  the  crossing  of  9  farms,  and 
temporary  Increases  in  air,  water,  and  noise 
pollution  during  construction  (138  pages). 
(ELR  Order  No.  40736.) 

Final 

1-86,  Vernon,  Tolland  and  Willington,  Con¬ 
necticut,  May  6:  The  statement  refers  to  the 
proposed  reconstruction  of  Interstate  86  in 
the  towns  of  Vernon,  Tolland  and  Willington. 
The  length  of  the  project  Is  16.7  miles.  Ad¬ 
verse  impacts  of  the  project  are  the  displace¬ 
ment  of  7  families  and  3  businesses,  and  In¬ 
creased  levels  of  air,  water  and  noise  pollu¬ 
tion.  Comments  made  by:  USDA,  DOC,  HEW, 
HUD,  EPA,  DOD,  State  and  local  agencies, 
and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No. 
40733.) 

F.A.P.  408  and  F.A.P.  413,  Morgan,  Scott, 
and  Pike  Counties,  Illinois,  May  6:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  two  highway  projects  in 
Florida.  F.A.P.  408  Is  to  lie  a  52  mile  four 
lane,  fully  access  controlled  facility  between 
the  cities  of  Jacksonville  and  Barry  In  Mor¬ 
gan.  Scott,  and  Pike  Counties.  Proposed 
FA.P.  413  is  a  6  mile  highway  being  con¬ 
structed  as  a  west  bypass  around  Jackson¬ 
ville.  Adverse  Impacts  are,  use  of  2,600  acres 
of  land,  Increased  air,  water  and  noise  pollu¬ 
tion.  and  the  relocation  of  several  farm  resi¬ 
dences.  A  4(f)  determination  will  be  made 
concerning  the  Pike  County  Conservation 

Area.  Comments  made  by: _ _  (ELR  Order 

No.  40731.) 

1-5  (Battle  Creek-Talbot  Road)  Marlon 
County,  Oregon,  May  6:  The  project  is  the 
construction  of  a  climbing  lane  for  north¬ 
bound  traffic  on  1-6.  Length  is  2.7  miles. 
Twenty-six  acres  of  land  will  be  acquired  for 
right-of-way  and  four  families  will  be  dis¬ 
placed.  The  project  will  traverse  Battle  Creek 
causing  disruption  of  aquatic  life  (41  pages). 
Comments  made  by:  COB,  USCO,  EPA,  USDA, 
DOI,  DOC.  and  DOT.  (ELR  Order  No.  40734.) 

Gary  L.  Widman, 
General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.74-11389  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 

COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 
DELAWARE  STATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights,  that 


a  planning  meeting  of  the  Delaware  State 
Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to  this  Com¬ 
mission  will  convene  at  12  Noon  on  May 
24,  1974,  at  the  YMCA,  11th  and  Wash¬ 
ington  Street,  Wilmington,  Delaware 
19802. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chairman, 
or  the  Mid-Atlantic  Regional  Office  of 
the  Commission,  Room  510, 2120  L  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20425. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  shall  be 
to  (1)  review  status  of  the  Delaware 
prison  report  and  (2)  discuss  plans  for 
a  proposed  project  on  the  status  of 
women  in  employment. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  13, 
1974. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.74-11396  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  to  fill  by  noncareer  execu¬ 
tive  assignment  in  the  excepted  service 
the  position  of  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
(Community  and  Field  Services),  Office 
of  the  Secretary. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.74-11371  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

Title  Change  in  Noncareer  Executive 
Assignment 

By  notice  of  June  29, 1971,  FR  Doc.  71- 
9120,  the  Civil  Service  Commission  au¬ 
thorized  the  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare  to  fill  by  noncareer 
executive  assignment  the  position  of 
Deputy  Commissioner  for  Higher  Educa¬ 
tion,  Office  of  the  Deputy  Commissioner 
for  Higher  Education,  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion.  This  is  notice  that  the  title  of  this 
position  is  now  being  changed  to  Deputy 
Commissioner  for  Post  Secondary  Edu¬ 
cation,  Office  of  the  Deputy  Commis¬ 
sioner  for  Post  Secondary  Education, 
Office  of  Education,  Education  Division. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-11369  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  to  fill  by  noncareer  execu¬ 
tive  assignment  in  the  excepted  service 
the  position  of  Director,  Office  of  Com¬ 
munity  Development  Research,  Office  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Policy  De¬ 
velopment  and  Research. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.74-11376  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  to  fill  by  noncareer 
executive  assignment  in  the  excepted 
service  the  position  of  Director  of  Trust 
Responsibilities,  Bureau  of  Indian  Af¬ 
fairs. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.74-11373  Filed  6-16-74; 8: 46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  to  fill  by  noncareer 
executive  assignment  in  the  excepted 
service  the  position  of  Associate  Director, 
Legislation,  National  Park  Service. 

Unites  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
fFR  Doc.74-11374  Filed  5-16-74;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  8  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  to  fill  by  noncareer 
executive  assignment  in  the  excepted 
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service  the  position  of  Associate  Deputy 
Commissioner  for  Planning  and  Evalua¬ 
tion,  Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Deputy  Commissioner,  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Naturalization  Service. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-11368  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  Labor  to  fill  by  non¬ 
career  executive  assignment  in  the  ex¬ 
cepted  service  the  position  of  Associate 
Manpower  Administrator  for  Public 
Service  Employment,  Manpower  Admin¬ 
istration. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-11377  Filed  6-16-74; 8: 46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  revokes  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Department  of  Labor  to  fill 
by  noncareer  executive  assignment  in 
the  excepted  service  the  position  of  Di¬ 
rector  of  Job  Corps,  Manpower  Admin¬ 
istration. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.74-11370  Filed  6-16-74; 8: 46  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  8  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  to  fill  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Director, 
Office  of  Legislation,  Office  of  the 
Administrator. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.74-11375  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


17579 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  OFFICE 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Federal 
Energy  Office  to  fill  by  noncareer  execu¬ 
tive  assignment  in  the  excepted  service 
the  position  of  Congressional  Affairs 
Officer,  Office  of  the  Administrator. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

I  seal  ]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.74-11367  Filed  6-16-74,8:45  am] 


MANPOWER  SHORTAGE 
Notice  of  Listing 

Under  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  5723, 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  has  found 
effective  April  30,  1974,  that  there  is  a 
manpower  shortage  for  the  single  posi¬ 
tion  of  Director,  Bureau  of  Health  Serv¬ 
ices  Research,  Health  Resources  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Public  Health  Service, 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health,  Office  of  the  Secretary.  Hie  ap¬ 
pointee  may  be  paid  for  the  expense  of 
travel  and  transportation  to  his  first  post 
of  duty. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.74-11372  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  ami 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[Consolidated  FIFRA  Docket  No.  295,  etc.] 
2,4,5-TRICHLOROPHENOXYACETIC  ACID 
Cancellation  of  Hearing 
Before  the  Administrator.  In  Re  2,4,5- 
Trichlorophenoxy acetic  Acid  (2,4,5-T). 
Consolidated  FIFRA  Docket  No.  295  and 
LF.  &  R.  Docket  Nos.  42,  44,  45,  48. 

Pursuant  to  the  Order  of  the  Chief 
Judicial  Officer,  filed  May  13,  1974,  the 
hearing  scheduled  to  commence  May  14, 
1974  (39  FR  14244,  April  22,  1974)  is  can¬ 
celled,  nunc  pro  tunc,  all  parties  having 
been  notified  by  telephone  of  the  cancel¬ 
lation. 

Frederick  W.  Denniston, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

May  15, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11519  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[Canadian  List  323] 

CANADIAN  STANDARD  BROADCAST  STATIONS 
Notification  List 


List  of  new  stations,  proposed  changes  in  existing  stations,  deletions,  and  corrections  in  assignments  of  Canadian  stand¬ 
ard  broadcast  stations  modifying  the  assignments  of  Canadian  broadcast  stations  contained  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Recom  ¬ 
mendations  of  the  North  American  Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement  Engineering  Meeting  January  30,  1941. 


— 

May 

1,  1974.  , 

Call  letters 

Location  Power  kW 

Antenna 

Schedule 

Class 

Antenna 

height 

(feel) 

Ground  system 

Proposed  date  of 
commencement 
of  operation 

Number  of 
radials 

Length 

(feet) 

CHE  A  (correction  to  coordi- 

680  kHz 

Edmonton,  Alberta,  N.  53°27'J0",  W.  5 . 

.  DA-1 

U 

II 

nates). 

CKJL  (correction  to  coordi- 

U3°*7'63". 

900  kHz 

St.  Jerome,  Quebec,  N.  45°4i fOl",  W.  1 _ 

.  DA-1 

V 

11 

nates). 

74°O2'/0". 

ItiO  kll: 

Bancroft,  Ontario,  N.  45°08'37",  W.  1  D/0.25N _ 

.  ND-175 

V 

IV 

1  to  . 

120 

200 

New . . — ..... 

77°50'20". 

1380  klU 

Cap  Chat,  Queliec,  N.  49'WaO",  W.  1 _ 

.  DA-N 

u 

111 

Top  loaded 
to  75°. 

E.I.O.  5-1-75. 

E.I.O.  5-1-75. 

66°42'4y". 

uoo  kin 

.  ND-191 

u 

IV 

ISO 

120 

282 

E.I.O.  5-1-75. 

t  BO  (correction  to  coordi- 

51®39'26",  W.  iam'54". 

U50  kin 

Gander.  Newfoundland,  N.  tK'57','7”,  0.25. . . 

.  ND  150 

u 

IV 

too 

Top  loaded 

nates). 

W.  54 °36'iS". 

to  63°. 

Federal  Communications  Commission, 
[seal]  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc  74-11305  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  ami 


(Canadian  List  324] 

CANADIAN  STANDARD  BROADCAST  STATIONS 
Notification  List 

List  of  new  stations,  proposed  changes  in  existing  stations,  deletions,  and  corrections  in  assignments  of  Canadian  standard 
broadcast  stations  modifying  the  assignments  of  Canadian  broadcast  stations  contained  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  North  American  Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement  Engineering  Meeting  January  30, 1941. 


May  8,  1974. 


Call  letters  Location 

Power  kW 

Antenna 

Schedule 

Class 

Antenna 

height 

(feet) 

Ground  system 

Proposed  date 
of  commencement 
of  operatiou 

Number 
of  radials 

Length 

(feet) 

CIIOO  (change  In  daytime  radiation  Ajax,  Ontario,  N. 
pattern— PO  1390  kHx,  10  kW,  W.  78°58'30". 

DA-1). 

two  km 

43  50' 09",  10 . . 

.  DA-f 

U 

III 

- 

[FR  Doc.74-11402  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


Federal  Communications  Commission, 
Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 
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(Report  700] 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION  * 

Domestic  Public  Radio  Services 

Applications  Accepted  for  Filing  * 

Mat  13. 1974. 

Pursuant  to  §8  1.227(b)  (3)  and  21.30 
(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an  appli¬ 
cation.  In  order  to  be  considered  with 
any  domestic  public  radio  services  appli¬ 
cation  appearing  on  the  attached  list, 
must  be  substantially  complete  and  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  by  whichever  date  is  ear¬ 
lier:  (a)  the  close  of  business  one  busi¬ 
ness  day  preceding  the  day  on  which  the 
Commission  takes  action  on  the  previ¬ 
ously  filed  application;  or  (b)  within  60 
days  after  the  date  of  the  public  notice 
listing  the  first  prior  filed  application 
(with  which  subsequent  applications  are 
in  conflict)  as  having  been  accepted  for 
filing.  An  application  which  is  subse¬ 
quently  amended  by  a  major  change  will 
be  considered  to  be  a  newly  filed  applica¬ 
tion.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  cut-off 
dates  are  set  forth  in  the  alternative — 
applications  will  be  entitled  to  considera¬ 
tion  with  those  listed  in  the  appendix  if 
filed  by  the  end  of  the  60  day  period,  only 
if  the  Commission  has  not  acted  upon  the 
application  by  that  time  pursuant  to  the 
first  alternative  earlier  date.  The  mutual 
exclusivity  rights  of  a  new  application 
are  governed  by  the  earliest  action  with 
respect  to  any  one  of  the  earlier  filed 
conflicting  applications. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadings  pursuant  to 
section  309  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  concerning  any  do¬ 
mestic  public  radio  services  application 
accepted  for  filing,  is  directed  to  8  21.27 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  for  provisions 
governing  the  time  for  filing  and  other 
requirements  relating  to  such  pleadings. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

(seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Applications  Accepted  fob  Piling 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  LAND  MOBILE  RADIO 
SERVICE 

2 1 320-C2-P-74,  Intrastate  Radio  Telephone, 
Inc.,  of  Los  Angeles  (KM A 200) .  CJ*.  to 
change  antenna  system  at  Location  #2: 
Mount  Wilson,  California,  operating  on 
152.15  MHz. 

21321-C2-P-(2)-74,  Radio  Relay  Corporation 
( KAA893 ) .  C.P.  for  additional  facilities  to 
be  operated  on  35.22  MHz  at  a  new  sites 
to  be  described  as  Loc.  #2:  Maryland 
Heights,  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  and  Loc.  #3: 


1  All  applications  listed  in  the  appendix  are 
subject  to  further  consideration  and  review 
and  may  be  returned  and/or  dismissed  if 
not  found  to  be  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules,  regulations  and  other 
requirements. 

‘The  above  alternative  cut-off  rules  apply 
to  those  applications  listed  In  the  appendix 
as  having  been  accepted  In  Domestic  Pub¬ 
lic  Land  Mobile  Radio,  Rural  Radio,  Point- 
to-Polnt  Microwave  Radio  and  Local  Tele¬ 
vision  Transmission  Services  (Part  21  of  the 
rules) . 


7501  Watson  Road,  Shrewsbury,  Missouri. 

( one-way  signaling ) . 

21322-C2-P-74,  Illinois  Ben  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (KTS203).  CP.  for  additional  facili¬ 
ties  (base)  to  be  operated  on  158.10  MHz, 
Deerfield  Ohio:  Loc.  #4. 

21323-C2-P-74,  General  Telephone  Company 
of  Illinois  (New) .  CP.  for  a  new  one-way 
station  to  operate  on  168.10  MHz  to  be 
located  at  216  South  Main  Street,  Mon¬ 
mouth,  Ohio. 

2 1 324-C2-P— 74,  Page  Call,  Inc.  (KEC935) . 
CP.  for  additional  facilities  to  be  operated 
on  35.58  MHz  at  a  new  site  to  be  described 
as  location  #4;  204  Mountain  Horeb  Road, 
Warren  Township,  New  Jersey,  (one-way 
signaling) 

21325-C2— P-74,  The  Lincoln  Telephone  & 
Telegraph  Company  (New).  C.P.  for  a 
new  station  (base)  to  be  operated  on  35.22 
MHz  at  1440  M  Street,  Lincoln,  Nebraska. 

2 1 326-C2-P-74,  General  Communications 
Service,  Inc.  (New) .  CP.  tor  a  new  station 
(one-way  signaling)  to  be  operated  on 
152.240  MHz  at  South  Mountain,  2  miles 
SSE.  of  Courthouse,  Big  Springs,  Texas. 
21327-C2— P-74,  Wilton  Telephone  Company 
(New).  C.P.  for  a  new  station  to  be  op¬ 
erated  on  152.60  MHz  at  410  Cedar  Street, 
Wilton,  Iowa. 

2 1328-C2-P-74,  Range  Corporation  (New). 
C.P.  for  a  new  station  (one-way)  to  be 
operated  on  152.24  MHz  at  Morgan,  Michi¬ 
gan,  4  miles  SW.  of  Marquette,  Michigan. 
21329-CB-P-74,  Monroe  Radiotelephone 
Company  (KKX711)  (Control).  C.P.  to  re¬ 
locate  Control  Station  operating  on  454.20 
MHz  to  108  McLeod  Street,  Hattiesburg, 
Mississippi. 

2133 1-C2-P-74.  Radiofone  (New).  C.P.  for  a 
new  station  (base)  to  be  operated  on  35.22 
152.09,  454.075,  454.325  MHz  to  be  located 
South  side  of  Hickory  Street,  between 
Grove  and  Long  Avenue,  Bogalusa,  Louisi¬ 
ana. 

21333-C2-P-74,  Phone  Depots,  Inc.  d/b/a 
Mobilfone  Radio  System  (KEA254).  CP. 
for  additional  facilities  to  be  operated  on 
454.350,  152.210  MHz  at  a  new  site  to  be 
described  as  Loc.  #4:  2  Rock  Spring  Road, 
West  Orange,  New  Jersey. 

21333-C2-AL-(4)  -74,  Guy  P.  McSweeney 
d/b/a  Radio  Telephone  Service.  Consent 
to  Assignment  of  License  from  Guy  P. 
McSweeney  d/b/a  Radio  Telephone  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.,  Assignor,  to  Radio  Telephone 
Service,  Inc.,  Assignee,  Stations  KQZ763 
et  al.  in  various  cities  in  Kentucky. 

2 1334-C2-P- ( 2 )  — 74,  Edward  C.  Smith,  d/b/a 
Answer lte  Professional  Telephone  Service 
(KLF658) .  CP.  to  replace  transmitter  and 
change  frequency  to  75.64  MHz  at  Loc.  #1: 
(Repeater)  Lot  15/16  Frontage  Road,  1 
mile  South  of  Vineland,  Florida,  and  re¬ 
place  transmitter  and  change  frequency  to 
72.05  at  Control  Station  at  Loc.  #2:  63 
East  Pine  Street,  Orlando,  Florida. 
21335-C2-P-74,  AAA  Anserphone,  Inc.,  Jack- 
son  (KQZ788)  (1-way  signaling).  C.P.  to 
relocate  Station  operating  on  152.24  MHz 
to  127  South  Roach  Street,  Jackson, 
Mississippi. 

21336-C2-AL-74;  Clyde  McCord  d/b/a  Mc¬ 
Cord  Communication  Service.  Consent  to 
Assignment  of  License  from  Clyde  McCord 
d/b/a  McCord  Communication  Service, 
Assignor,  to  McCord  Communication  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.,  Assignee,  Station  KIG303  located 
in  Gadsden,  Alabama. 

21337-C2-AL-74,  Clyde  McCord  d/b/a  An¬ 
niston  Communications  Service  (KIY532). 
Consent  to  Assignment  of  License  from 
Clyde  McCord  d/b/a  Anniston  Communi¬ 
cations  Service,  Assignor,  to  McCord  Com¬ 
munications  Service,  Inc.,  d/b/a  Anniston 
Communications  Service,  Assignee,  Station 
KIY532  Blue  Mountain,  Alabama. 


21338-C2-AL-74,  William  F.  F.  Cockrell  d/b/a 
Tex -Com  Consent  to  Assignment  of  license 
from  William  F.  F.  Cockrell  d/b/a  Tex- 
Com,  Assignor  to  Terre  Haute  Communi¬ 
cations,  Inc.  Station  KSB655  located  at 
29  North  Sixth  Street,  Terre  Haute, 
Indiana. 

21339-C2-P-74,  RCC  of  Virginia,  Inc.  (KRS 
634)  (base).  CP.  for  additional  facilities 
to  be  operated  on  162.09  and  152.15  MHz 
at  a  new  site  to  be  described  as  Loc.  #2: 
Winchester  (Frederick) ,  Virginia. 
21340-C2-P-74,  Offshore  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (KU0637)  (base).  C.P.  to  relocate 
operating  on  35.62  MHz  to  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
West  Cameron,  Block  513. 

21266-C2-TC-74,  Electro  Craft,  Inc.  Con¬ 
sent  to  Transfer  of  Control  to  Orel  E. 
Crowley,  Executrix  of  the  Estate  of  Jack  A. 
Crowley,  Transferor,  to  W.  O.  Thompson, 
'Transferee,  Station  KOP323,  Rapid  City, 
South  Dakota. 

RENEWAL  OF  LICENSES  EXPIRING  APRIL  1,  1974 
TERM:  APRIL  I,  1974  TO  APRIL  I,  1979 

Valley  Mobile  Communications,  Inc.  (KMD 
690)  California. 

Selective  Paging  Corporation  (KEK276)  New 
York. 

Major  Amendments 

20884-C2-P— 74,  Edward  C.  Smith  d/b/a  An- 
swerlte  Professional  Telephone  Service, 
Orlando,  Florida  (KQZ713) .  Amend  to  add 
control  station  to  operate  on  2179.6  MHz 
at  a  location  described  as  63  East  Pine 
Street,  Orlando,  Florida  (Lat.  28°32'25"  N., 
Long.  81°22'41''  W.).  All  other  particulars 
are  to  remain  as  reported  on  PN  #690 
dated  3-4-74. 

4793-C2— P-73,  Dunkirk  &  Fredonin  Tele¬ 
phone  Company  (New) .  Amend  to  change 
the  base  frequency  to  152.84  MHz.  All 
other  particulars  are  to  remain  as  reported 
on  PN  #630  dated  1-8-73. 

4180-C2-P-73,  Radio  Call,  Inc.  (KUA482) . 
Amend  to  add  the  base  frequency  158.70 
MHz  at  each  of  the  four  locations  as  de¬ 
scribed  on  PN  #680  dated  12-26-73. 

Correction 

21278-C2-P-74,  South  Central  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (New)  (Air-Ground).  Correct 
to  delete  Public  Notice  Entry  which  was 
Inadvertently  accepted  as  a  new  applica¬ 
tion. 

RURAL  RADIO  SERVICE 

60286-C6-P-74,  The  Offshore  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (WJL23) .  C.P.  to  change  antenna  lo¬ 
cation  of  facilities  operating  on  454.640 
MHz  to  West  Cameron  Area,  Block  513, 
Platform  A,  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

60287-C6-P-74,  The  Offshore  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (New).  C.P.  for  a  new  Station  to  be 
operated  on  454.375  MHz  80  miles  South 
of  Morgan  City,  Louisiana. 

60288-C6-P-74,  RCA  Alaska  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.  ( WGG24) .  C.P.  to  change  trans¬ 
mitter,  add  transmitter  and  change  an¬ 
tenna  location  of  Station  operating  on 
167.80,  167.86  MHz,  to  Teller  Telephone 
Co.  Bldg.,  SE  from  Native  Store,  No  Street, 
Shishmaref,  Alaska. 

60289-C 6-P/L-74,  RCA  Alaska  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.  (New).  C.P.  for  a  new  inter¬ 
office  station  to  operate  on  158.01  MHz  to 
be  located  2%  miles  NNE  of  Deadhorse 
Airport:  392  miles  North  of  Fairbanks, 
North  Slope,  Nabors  Camp,  Alaska. 

POINT-TO-POINT  MICROWAVE  RADIO  SERVICE 

4054-C1-P-74,  General  Telephone  Company 
of  the  Northwest,  Inc.  (New).  Main  Street, 
lone,  Washington.  Lat.  48*44’28"  N.,  Long. 
117*25’11"  W.  CJP.  for  a  new  station  on 
freq.  2179.0V  MHz  toward  Ruby  Mtn., 
Wash.,  on  azimuth  165*19'. 
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4055- C1-P-74,  Same  (New).  Ruby  Mountain, 
2.3  Miles  SW  of  Ruby,  Washington.  Lat. 
48°30'08”  N.,  Long.  117*19'32"  W.  C.P.  for 
a  new  station  on  freq.  2129.0V  MHz  toward 
lone.  Wash.,  on  azimuth  345°23';  freq. 
2118.8H  MHz  toward  Cusick,  Wash.,  on 
azimuth  173'01'. 

4056- C1-P-74,  Same  (New),  2d  between 
C  and  B  Streets,  Cusick,  Washington.  Lat. 
48°20'09"  N.,  Long.  117*17'42"  W.  C.P.  for 
a  new  station  on  freq.  2168.8H  MHz  toward 
Ruby  Mtn.,  Wash.,  on  azimuth  353°03'; 
freq.  2160.8V  MHz  toward  Cooks  Mtn., 
Wash.,  on  azimuth  131°  14'. 

4057- C1-P-74,  Same  (New) .  Cooks  Mountain, 

2  9  Miles  NW  of  Newport,  Washington.  Lat. 
48  12  42"  N.,  Long.  117°05'00"  W.  C.P. 
for  a  new  station  on  freq.  2110.8V  MHz  to¬ 
ward  Cusick,  Wash.,  on  azimuth  311°23'; 
freq.  11155V  MHz  toward  Newport,  Wash., 
on  azimuth  140°44';  freqs.  10835H  and 
10995H  MHz  toward  Little  Blacktail  Mtn., 
Idaho  on  azimuth  108°06\ 

4058- C l-P-74,  Same  (WAD86) .  W  423,  Third 
Street.  Newport,  Washington.  Lat. 
48°10'45"  N.,  Long.  117°02'37"  W.  C.P.  to 
change  freqs.  10835H  and  10995H  MHz  to 
11685V  MHz  toward  a  new  point  of  com¬ 
munication  at  Cooks  Mtn.,  Wash.,  on 
azimuth  320° 46'. 

4059- C1-P  ML-74.  Michigan  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KQH74) .  In  any  temporary  fixed 
location  within  the  territory  of  the 
grantee.  C.P.  and  Mod.  of  License  to  add 
freq.  bands  3700-4200  MHz. 

4084- C  l-P-74,  Northwestern  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KAX45) .  118  South  19th  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebraska.  Lat.  41°15'32''  N.,  Long. 
95  56  28"  W.  C.P.  to  add  freqs.  11285H, 
11445H,  11605H  MHz  toward  a  new  point 
of  communication  at  11027  I  St.,  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  on  azimuth  248°21'. 

4085- Cl-TC-(56)-74  United  Video,  Inc.  Con¬ 
sent  to  Transfer  of  Control  from  LVO  Cor¬ 
poration,  Transferor,  to  Gene  W.  Schneider, 
et  al,  Transferee,  for  stations:  KEZ51 — 
Schram  City,  Ill.;  KEZ53 — Taylorville,  Ill.; 
KSI55— Norway,  Ill.;  KSJ62— Plainfield, 
Ill.;  KSP97— Vandalia,  Ill.;  KSP98 — Ef¬ 
fingham,  Ill.;  KSV40— Streator,  Ill.; 
KSV41—  Peru,  Ill.;  KSV42— Amboy,  HI.; 
KY025 — Olney,  HI.;  KXQ32 — Princeton, 
Ill.;  KXQ33— Dallas  City,  Ill.;  KXQ36 — 
Kewanee,  Ill.;  KXQ46 — Monmouth,  Ill.; 
KXQ54— Galesburg,  Ill.;  WOJ38 — Osco, 
Ill.;  WPX22— Gridley,  Ill.;  KFL76 — Mt. 
Pleasant,  Iowa;  KFL98 — Fairfield,  Iowa: 
WQQ91— Benton,  Iowa;  WQQ92 — Creston, 
Iowa;  WQQ93 — Wlnterset,  Iowa;  WQQ95 — 
Pittsburg,  Kans.;  KGB96 — Rolla.  Mo.; 
KGC21— Waynesville,  Mo.;  WAD72 — 
Union,  Mo.;  WAD73— Belle,  Mo.;  WAN79 — 
Lebanon,  Mo.;  WAN80 — Marshfield,  Mo.; 
WAN81— Springfield,  Mo.;  WAN82— Phelps, 
Mo.;  WAY25— Joplin,  Mo.;  WB089— 
Odessa.  Mo.;  WCZ32 — Urbana,  Mo.; 
WCZ33— Warsaw,  Mo.  and  WCZ35— Sedalia, 
Mo.;  WQQ89— Union  Star,  Mo.;  WQQ90 — 
Gentry,  Mo.;  WPG33 — Raytown,  Mo.; 
WPG26 — Warrensburg,  Mo.;  WBP46 — Tem¬ 
porary  fixed;  McKiddyville,  Okla.;  WBP90 — 
Thackerville,  Okla.;  WKS22— Muskogee. 
Okla.;  WKS23 — Marble  City,  Okla.; 
WOE67 — Mannsville,  Okla.;  WOE68 — Scul- 
lin,  Okla.;  WOE69 — Henryetta,  Okla.; 
WOE70— Holdenvllle,  Okla.;  WOE83— Ada, 
Okla.;  WOF36 — Scullin,  Okla.;  WOF37— 
Byars,  Okla.;  WOF38 — Woods,  Okla.; 
WOF39— Britton,  Okla.  and  WQ052— Bald 
Hill,  Okla. 

4086-C 1-TC-  (17)  -74,  United  Wehco,  Inc. 
Consent  to  Transfer  of  Control  from  LVO 
Corporation,  Transferor,  to  Gene  W. 
Schneider  et  al..  Transferee,  for  Stations: 
KEV51 — Trees,  La.;  KEV52-Black  Diamond. 
Ark.;  KEV54 — Stamps,  Ark.;  KEV55 — Ste¬ 


phens,  Ark.;  KEV59 — Camden,  Ark.;  KEV 
72 — Elberta,  Ark.;  KEV 89 — Rison,  Ark.; 
KEW40 — Bruce,  Ark.;  KEW55 — England, 
Ark.;  KFA44— Marshall,  Tex.;  WJM36 — 
Bruce,  Ark.;  WPE60 — Moore  Lake,  Ark.; 
WPE61— Hope,  Ark.;  WPE62 — Gurdon,  Ark.; 
WPE63— Manning,  Ark.;  WPE64 — Leola, 
Ark.;  and  WPE65 — Malvern,  Ark. 

4087-Cl-TC-(7)-74,  KHC  Microwave  Corpora¬ 
tion  Consent  to  Transfer  of  Control  from 
LVO  Corporation,  Transferor,  to  Gene  W. 
Schneider  et  al..  Transferee,  for  Stations: 
WDD97 — LaBalle,  Tex.;  .  WDE80 — Port 
Neches.  Tex.;  WDF^i — Cameron  Farms,  La.; 
WIV68— Lake  Charles,  La.;  WPE94 — Lacas- 
sine.  La.;  WIV66 — Jennings,  La.;  and 
WIV71— Crowley.  La. 

4089- C1-P-74,  Northwestern  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KAU66),  604  Ninth  Street,  Des 
Moines.  Iowa.  Lat.  41°35T7"  N„  Long.  93*- 
37'46"  W.  C.P.  to  replace  (2)  Western  Elec¬ 
tric,  TM-1  transmitters  with  (2)  Western 
Electric,  TM-B1  transmitters  on  freqs. 
6108.3H.  5989. 7H  MHz  and  replace  (1)  West¬ 
ern  Electric,  TJ  transmitter  with  (1)  West¬ 
ern  Electric,  TN-1B  transmitter  on  freq. 
10715V  MHz  toward  Indianola,  Iowa,  on 
azimuth  162  °35'. 

4090- C l-P-74,  Same  (KAU68) ,  1.9  Miles  ESE. 
of  Indianola.  Iowa.  Lat.  41 '21 '04"  N.,  Long. 
93°31'46"  W.  C.P.  to  replace  (4)  Western 
Electric,  TM-1  transmitters  with  (4)  West¬ 
ern  Electric,  TM-B1  transmitters  on  freqs. 
6390.0H,  6271. 4H  MHz  toward  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  on  azimuth  342'39';  freqs.  6360.3V, 
6241.7V  MHz  toward  Knoxville,  Iowa,  on 
azimuth  98°00';  replace  (2)  Western  Elec¬ 
tric,  TJ  transmitters  with  (2)  Western 
Electric,  TN-1B  transmitters  on  freq. 
11645V  MHz  toward  Des  Moines,  and  freq. 
11445V  MHz  toward  Knoxville. 

4091- C1-P-74,  Same  (KAV47),  1  Mile  South 
of  Knoxville.  Iowa.  Lat.  41*18'16"  N„  Long. 
93°05'49"  W.  C.P.  to  replace  (4)  Western 
Electric,  TM-1  transmitters  with  (4)  West¬ 
ern  Electric.  TM-B1  transmitters  on  freqs. 
6019.3V,  6137.9V  MHz  toward  Indianola, 
Iowa,  on  azimuth  278' 17';  freqs.  5989.7V, 
6108.3V  MHz  toward  Oskaloosa.  Iowa,  on 
azimuth  91'37’;  replace  (2)  Western  Elec¬ 
tric,  TJ  transmitters  with  (2)  Western 
Electric,  TN-1B  transmitters  on  freq. 
10995H  MHz  toward  Indianola,  and  freq. 
10715H  MHz  toward  Oskaloosa. 

4092- C  l-P-74  Northwestern  Ltll  Telephone 
Company  (KAV48) .  1.3  Miles  West  of  Oska¬ 
loosa.  Iowa.  Lat.  41*17'40"  N.,  Long.  92*40'- 
04”  W.  C.P.  to  replace  (2)  Western  Electric, 
TJ  transmitters  with  (2)  Western  Electric, 
TN-1B  transmitters  on  freq.  11445H  MHz 
toward  Ottumwa.  Iowa  on  azimuth  144°20'; 
freq.  11645H  MHz  toward  Knoxville,  Iowa, 
on  azimuth  271°55';  replace  (3)  Western 
Electric,  TM-1  transmitter  with  (3)  West¬ 
ern  Electric,  TM-B1  transmitters  on  freq. 
6360.3H  MHz  toward  Ottumwa  and  freqs. 
6390.0V  and  6271.4V  MHz  toward  Knoxville. 

4093- C1-P-74,  Same  (KAV67) .  505  North  5th 
Street,  Ottumwa,  Iowa.  Lat.  41*01'29"  N., 
Long.  92°  24 '45"  W.  C.P.  to  replace  (1) 
Western  Electric,  TJ  transmitter  with  (1) 
Western  Electric,  TN-1B  transmitter  on 
freq.  10995H  MHz;  replace  (1)  Western 
Electric,  TM-1  transmitter  with  (1)  West¬ 
ern  Electric,  TM-B1  transmitter  on  freq. 
6137.9H  MHz  toward  Oskaloosa,  Iowa  on 
azimuth  324°30’. 

4094- C1-P-74,  Same  (KAS70) .  224  South  5th 
Street,  Minneapolis,  Minnesota.  Lat.  44*- 
58'39"  N..  Long.  93°16'59"  W.  C.P.  to  cor¬ 
rect  geographical  coordinates,  change  po¬ 
larization  from  H  to  V  on  freqs.  6197.2, 
and  6315.9  MHz  toward  Farmington,  Minn., 
on  azimuth  166*37';  replace  (2)  Collins, 
552A-7  transmitters  with  (2)  Collins, 
MW118  transmitters. 


4095- C l-P-74,  RCA  Alaska  Communications, 
Inc.  (New).  Donnelly  Dome,  White  Alice 
Communication  site  at  mile  248  Richard¬ 
son  Hwy.,  14.5  Miles  South  of  Delta  Junc¬ 
tion,  Alaska.  Lat.  63'47’14"  N„  Long.  146*- 
51'42"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  freq. 
2117.2H  MHz  toward  Tanana  Camp,  Alaska 
on  azimuth  2*10'. 

4 09 6- C l-P-74,  Same  (New),  Tanana  Camp, 
Alyeska  pipeline  construction  site,  9  Miles 
North  of  Delta  Junction  at  Mile  1431  Alaska 
Hwy.,  Alaska.  Lat.  64°09'20"  N.,  Long.  145'- 
09'20"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  freq. 
2167.2H  MHz  toward  Donnely  Dome,  Alaska 
on  azimuth  182°12’._ 

4097- C1-P-74,  Same  (New),  Glennallen, 
White  Alice  Communication  site  at  mile 
189  Glenn  Hwy.  in  town  of  Glennallen, 
Alaska.  Lat.  62°06'37"  N.,  Long.  145'32'49" 
W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  freq.  2126.8V 
MHz  toward  Stuck,  Alaska  on  azimuth 
156°28'. 

4 098- C l-P-74,  Same  (New).  Stuck,  12  Miles 
South  of  Copper  Center  at  mile  88  Richard¬ 
son  Hwy.,  Alaska.  Lat.  61*47'29"  N„  Long. 
145'15'14”  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on 
freq.  2176.8V  MHz  toward  Glennallen, 
Alaska  on  azimuth  336*44'. 

4099- C1-P-74,  Central  Telephone  Company 
(KBD33) ,  Spruce  &  Feely  Streets,  Farming- 
ton,  Minnesota.  Lat.  44'38'17"  N„  Long. 
93*09'12"  W.  C.P.  to  change  power,  replace 
transmitters,  and  change  polarization  from 
H  to  V  on  freqs.  5945.2V,  6063.8V  MHz 
toward  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  on  azimuth 
346°42'. 

4100- C1-P-74,  The  Offshore  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (New),  Block  222,  East  Cameron 
Area,  Gulf  of  Mexico.  Lat.  28°38'52"  N., 
Long.  92°47'27"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station 
on  freq.  2112.0V  MHz  toward  East  Cameron 
Block  195,  Gulf  of  Mexico,  on  azimuth 
354°30'. 

4101- C1-P-74,  Same  (WGI36\  Block  195. 
East  Cameron  Area,  Gulf  of  Mexico.  Lat. 
28*45'23"  N„  Long.  92*48'10"  W.  C.P.  to 
add  freq.  2162.0V  MHz  toward  a  new  point 
of  communication  at  East  Cameron  Block 
222  on  azimuth  174“30’. 

4102- C1-  P-74,  The  Mountain  States  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company  (KPQ57) . 
103  North  Durbin  Street,  Casper,  Wyoming. 
Lat.  42  51  01"  N.,  Long.  106°19'17"  W.  C.P 
to  replace  transmitters  and  change  freqs. 
10995H,  10755H  MHz  to  10835H  MHz  toward 
Casper  Mtn.,  Wyo.,  on  azimuth  195'19'. 

4103- C1-P-74,  Same  (KPQ58),  6  Miles  SSW 
of  Casper.  Wyoming.  Lat.  42°44’25”  N.. 
Long.  106°21'44"  W.  C.P.  to  replace  trans¬ 
mitters  and  change  freqs.  11405  V,  11645H 
MHz  to  6093. 5H  MHz  toward  Edgerton. 
Wyo.,  on  azimuth  15°16';  change  freqs. 
11445H,  11685V  MHz  to  11285  MHz  toward 
Casper,  Wyo.,  on  azimuth  15°  19'. 

4104- C1-P-74,  Eastern  Microwave.  Inc. 
(KEM58),  Helderberg  Mtn.,  1.75  Miles  NW. 
of  New  Salem,  New  York.  Lat.  42°38'12" 
N..  Long.  73°59'45"  W.  C.P.  to  add  freqs. 
6182.4H,  6241. 7H  and  6301. OH  MHz  toward 
Saratoga  Springs,  T.Y.,  on  azimuth  21°30'. 

4105- C1-P-74,  Tower  Communications  Sys¬ 
tems  Corp.  (WPF49,  StoutsviUe,  3.2  Miles 
ENE.  of  Stoutsville,  Ohio.  Lat.  39'36’56"  N„ 
Long.  82'46’20"  W.  C.P.  to  add  freqs. 
10935H  MHz  toward  Ball  Knob,  Ohio,  on 
azimuth  211  '05'. 

4106- C l-P-74,  Same  (KQA36),  Ball  Knob,  9.0 
Miles  SW.  to  Chillicothe,  Ohio.  Lat.  39° IS¬ 
IS"  N..  Long.  83°04'40"  W.  C.P.  to  add  freq. 
11545H  MHz  toward  Hillsboro,  Ohio,  on 
azimuth  274°45\ 

4107- C1-P-74,  Same  (WSL41),  3.0  Miles  North 
of  Hillsboro,  Ohio.  Lat.  39'15'14"  N.,  Long. 
83°36'30”  W.  C.P.  to  add  freq.  10775V  MHz 
toward  Blanchester,  Ohio,  on  azimuth 
280  13'. 
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4108- C1-P-74,  Tower  Communications  Sys¬ 
tems  Corp.  (New),  1.7  Miles  ENE.  of 
Bl&nchester,  Ohio.  Lat.  39*18'09"  N.,  Long. 
83!>57'33"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  freq. 
11665V  MHz  toward  Middletown,  Ohio, 
on  azimuth  307°43'. 

4109- C1-P— 74,  Same  (New).  4.0  Miles  East  of 
Middletown,  Ohio.  Lat.  39°31'13"  N.,  Long. 
84*19'25"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  freq. 
10975V  MHz  toward  Hamilton,  Ohio,  on 
azimuth  246*67'. 

41 10- C1-P— 74,  American  Television  &  Com¬ 
munications  Corp.  (New),  1.0  Mile  West 
of  High  Point,  North  Carolina.  Lat. 
35°58’59.5"  N.,  Long.  80°03'41"  W.  C.P.  for 
a  new  station  on  freq6.  10935V  and  11095V 
MHz  toward  Thom-A-Lex,  N.C.,  on  azimuth 
219*50'. 

4111- C1-P-74,  United  Video,  Inc.  (New),  3.0 
Miles  East  of  Minier,  Illinois.  Lat.  40°26'16" 
N„  Long.  89°15'23"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  sta¬ 
tion  on  freqs.  10895H  and  10815H  MHz 
toward  Lincoln,  Ill.,  on  azimuth  200*30'. 

4112- C1-P-74,  Midwestern  H~lay  Company 
(New),  2501  Bradley  Place,  Chicago,  Illi¬ 
nois.  Lat.  41*56'56"  N„  Long.  87°41'28”  W. 
C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  freq.  11545V  MHz 
toward  Merchandise  Mart,  Chicago,  Ill.,  on 
azimuth  145°26'. 

Major  Amendments 

5890-C1-P-72,  MCI  Telecommunications 
Corp.  (New),  Fountain  Inn,  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  Change  freqs.  6315.9V  to  6197.2V  to¬ 
ward  Lyman,  S.C.,  on  azimuth  25°  16',  and 
6256.5V  to  6197.2V  toward  Willlamston, 
S.C.,  on  azimuth  259°40’. 

5892-C1-P-72,  Same  (New),  Oakway,  South 
Carolina.  Change  freq.  6256.5V  to  6197.2V 
toward  Camesville,  Ga.,  on  azimuth 
236*52'. 

6685-C1-P-70,  Same  (New),  Camesville, 
Georgia.  Change  freq.  6063.8V  to  5945.2V 
toward  Oakway,  S.C.,  on  azimuth  56*42', 
and  6093.5H  to  5974.8V  toward  Alto,  Ga., 
on  azimuth  278°  29'. 

„  5893-C1-P-72,  Same  (New),  Alto,  Georgia. 
Change  freqs.  6345.5H  to  6226.9H  toward 
Camesville,  Ga.,  on  azimuth  98°20',  and 
6212.0H  to  6197.2H  toward  Murrayville, 
Ga.,  on  azimuth  256*25'. 

5894- C1-P-72,  Same  (New),  Murrayville, 
Georgia.  Change  freqs.  5960.0H  to  5945.2V 
toward  Alto,  Ga.  on  azimuth  76*12’,  and 
6152.8V  to  5974.8V  toward  Ducktown,  Ga., 
on  azimuth  247*34'. 

5895- C1-P-72,  Same  (New).  Relocate  station 
to  3.1  Miles  North  of  Ducktown,  Georgia. 
Lat.  34*17  02"  N.,  Long.  84*14'45"  W. 
Change  6375.2V  to  6226.9H  toward  Murray¬ 
ville,  Ga„  on  azimuth  67*23',  and  6226.9H 
to  6197.2H  toward  Woodstock,  Ga.,  on 
azimuth  218*55'. 

6687- C l-P-70,  Same  (New).  Relocate  station 
to  4.2  Miles  SE.  of  Woodstock,  Georgia.  Lat. 
34*04  01"  N„  Long.  84°27'22”  W.  Change 
freq.  5974.8H  to  5945.2H  toward  Ducktown, 
Ga.,  on  azimuth  38*48',  and  10735H  to 
5945.2V  toward  Mableton,  Ga.,  on  azimuth 
201*59'. 

6896-C1-P-72,  Same  (New).  Relocate  station 
to  4.2  Miles  SSW.  of  Mableton,  Georgia. 
Lat.  33*45'38"  N„  Long.  84°36'15"  W. 
Change  freq.  11625H  to  6197.2H  toward 
Woodstock,  Ga.,  on  azimuth  21*54'.  Delete 
freqs.  11265H  and  11665H  and  add  freq. 
5945.2V  toward  Atlanta,  Ga.,  on  azimuth 
91*27'. 

6688- C1-P-70,  Same  (New),  Atlanta.  Georgia. 
Delete  freqs.  10775H  and  1U75H  and  add 
6226.9V  toward  Mableton,  Ga.,  on  azimuth 
271*34'. 

861-C1-P-71.  Western  Tele-Communications, 
Inc.  (KPT21),  Nelson  Peak,  18  Miles  SW.  of 
Salt  Lake,  Utah.  Change  freq.  on  azimuth 
139*52'  toward  Jones  Ridge,  Utah,  to 
6212.0H  MHz  and  on-azimuth  51*50’  to¬ 
ward  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  to  6182  4H 
MHz. 


862-C1-P-71,  Same  (New) .  Change  station 
location  to  136  East  South  Temple  Street, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.  Lat.  40*46'89"  N„ 
Long.  111*53'12"  W.,  and  change  freq.  on 
azimuth  232*1'  toward  Nelson  Peak,  Utah, 
to  6108.3V  MHz. 

6652-C  l-P-70,  MCI  Telecommunications 
Corp.  (Formerly  MCI  Mid-Atlantic  Com¬ 
munications)  (New).  1150  17th  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Delete  freqs.  10775V  and 
11175V  toward  Tysons  Corner,  Va.  Add 
freq.  6226.9H  toward  Arlington,  Va.,  on 
azimuth  259*24’. 

6654- C 1  -P-70,  Same  (New).  Relocate  station 
from  Tysons  Corner,  Va.  to  5217  19th  Road 
North,  Arlington,  Va.  Lat.  38*53'30"  N., 
Long.  77°07'65"  W.  Delete  freqs.  11265V 
and  11665V  toward  Washington  and  11225H 
and  11625H  toward  Centre ville,  Va.  Add 
freq.  5945.2H  toward  Washington  on  azi¬ 
muth  79*20’  and  5974.8V  toward  Centre- 
ville,  Va.,  on  azimuth  253*44'. 

5880- C1-P-72,  Same  (New).  2.7  Miles  East  of 
Centreville,  Va.  Delete  freqs.  10735H  and 
1 135H  toward  Tysons  Corner,  Va.,  and 
6375.2H  toward  Bristersburg,  Va.  Add 
freq.  6226.9V  toward  Arlington,  Va.,  on 
azimuth  73*35'  and  6197.2H  towdrd  Bris¬ 
tersburg,  Va.,  on  azimuth  214*47'. 

6655- C l-P-70,  Same  (New).  1.6  Miles  South 
of  Bristersburg,  Va.  Change  freq.  6123. 1H 
to  5945.2H  toward  Centreville,  Va.,  and 
change  freq.  6093.5H  to  5974.8V  toward 
Golddale.  Va. 

6656  Cl-P-70,  Same  (New) .  2.8  Miles  NE.  or 
Golddale,  Va.  Change  freq.  6404.8V  to 
6226/9V  toward  Bristersburg,  Va.  Change 
freq.  6404.8H  to  6226.9H  MHz  toward  Mont¬ 
pelier,  Va.,  on  azimuth  170*48'. 

6657- C1-P-70,  Same  (New) .  Relocate  station 
to  4.2  Miles  NW.  of  Montpelier,  Va.  Lat. 
37°50'41"  N.,  Long.  77*45  19"  W.  Change 
freq.  6034.2H  to  5974.8H  toward  Golddale, 
Va.,  on  azimuth  350*51'.  Change  azimuth 
of  freq.  5974.8V  to  174*39’  toward  Midlo¬ 
thian,  Va. 

6658- C1-P-72,  Same  (New).  Midlothian,  Va. 
Change  freq.  6256.5V  to  6197.2V  toward 
Montpelier,  Va.,  on  azimuth  354*40'. 

5881- C1-P-72,  Same  (New) .  Sunny  Side,  Va. 
Change  freq.  6152.8H  to  5974.8V  toward 
Green  Bay,  Va.,  on  azimuth  207*42'. 

6664 -C l-P-7 0,  Same  (New).  Green  Bay,  Va. 
Change  freqs.  6345.5H  to  6226.9H  toward 
Sunny  Side,  Va.,  and  6375.2V  to  6197.2V 
toward  Phenix,  Va. 

5882- C1-P-72,  Same  (New).  Phenix,  Va. 
Change  freqs.  6123. 1H  to  5945.2H  toward 
Green  Bay,  Va.,  and  6063.8H  to  5945.2H  to¬ 
ward  Mountain  Road,  Va. 

5883- C1-P-72,  Same  (New).  Mountain  Road, 
Va.  Change  freq.  6286.2V  to  6226.9V  toward 
Estelle,  N.C. 

5884- C1-P-72,  MCI  Telecommunications 

Corp.  (New),  Estelle,  North  Carolina. 
Change  freqs.  6093.5V  to  5974.8V  toward 
Mountain  Road.  Va.,  and  6034.2V  to  5974.8V 
MHz  toward  Williamsburg,  N.C. 

6667- C1-P-70,  Same  (New) ,  Stokesdale,  North 
Carolina.  Change  freq.  6123.1V  to  5946.2V 
toward  Kernersville,  N.C.,  on  azimuth  191° 
33'. 

6668- C1-P-70.  Same  (New).  Relocate  station 
to  6  miles  SSE.  of  Kernersville,  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  Lat.  36°02'13”  N„  Long.  80°02'29"  W. 
Change  freqs.  6315.9V  to  6256.5V  toward 
Stokesdale,  N.C.,  on  azimuth  11*31',  and 
6375.2H  to  6197.2H  toward  Cid,  N.C.,  on  azi¬ 
muth  195*58’. 

667 5-C l-P-70,  Same  (New),  Cid,  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  Change  azimuth  of  freq.  6034.2H  to 
15*54’  toward  Kernersville,  N.C. 

6676  Cl-P-70.  Same  (New),  2.3  Miles  SSW.  of 
Faith,  North  Carolina.  Lat.  35°33'24"  N.. 
Long.  80°28'46"  W.  Change  freqs.  6404.8V 
to  6226.9V  toward  Cid,  N.C.,  on  azimuth 
53*37',  and  6375.2V  to  6197.2V  toward 
Huntersville,  N.C.,  on  azimuth  249*20'. 


6677-C1-P-70,  Same  (New),  Huntersville, 
North  Carolina.  Change  freqs.  6093.5V  to 
5974.8V  toward  Faith,  N.C.,  on  azimuth 
69*5’,  and  6152.8V  to  5974.8V  toward  Clover, 
S.C.,  on  azimuth  222*50'. 

5886- C1-P-72,  Same  (New) .  Relocate  station 
to  1.6  Miles  North  of  Clover,  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  Lat.  35°08'41"  N„  Long.  81*13'34"  W. 
Change  freqs.  6286.2V  to  6226.9V  toward 
Huntersville,  N.C.,  on  azimuth  42*39'  and 
6256.5V  to  6197.2V  toward  Gaffney,  S.C.,  on 
azimuth  243*59'. 

5887- C1-P-72.  Same  (New),  Gaffney,  South 
Carolina.  Change  azimuth  of  freq.  5974.8V 
to  63*49’  toward  Clover,  S.C.  Change  azi¬ 
muth  of  freq.  5974.8V  to  231*36'  toward 
Pacolet,  S.C. 

5888- C1-P-72,  Same  (New).  Relocate  station 
to  1.6  Miles  SSE.  of  Pacolet,  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  Lat.  34°52'55"  N„  Long.  81°44'31"  W. 
Change  freq.  6345.5H  to  6226.9H  toward 
Gaffney,  S.C.,  on  azimuth  51*29',  and 
6345.5H  to  6226.9H  toward  Lyman,  S.C.,  on 
azimuth  278*11'. 

5888-C1-P-72,  Same  (New),  Lyman,  South 
Carolina.  Change  freq.  6034.2V  to  5974.8V 
toward  Pacolet,  S.C.,  on  azimuth  97*58', 
and  6063.8V  to  5945.2V  toward  Fountain 
Inn,  S.C.,  on  azimuth  205*20'. 

863- C1-P-71,  Western  Tele-Communications, 
Inc.  (New),  Jones  Ridge,  16  miles  NNE.  of 
Fairview,  Utah.  Change  freq.  on  azimuth 
320*24'  toward  Nelson  Peak,  Utah,  to 
5989.7V  MHz,  and  on  azimuth  104*43’  to¬ 
ward  Bruin  Point,  Utah,  to  6034.2H  MHz. 

864- C1-P-71,  Same  (New),  Bruin  Point,  7 
Miles  NNE.  of  Dragerton,  Utah.  Change 
freq.  on  azimuth  285*20'  toward  Jones 
Ridge,  Utah,  to  6256.5V  MHz,  and  on  azi¬ 
muth  102*30'  toward  Roan  Cliffs,  Utah,  to 

,  6315.9H  MHz. 

865- C1-P-71,  Same  (New),  Roan  Cliffs,  24.5 
Miles  North  of  Westwater,  Utah.  Change 
freq.  on  azimuth  283*15'  toward  Bruin 
Point,  Utah,  to  6152.8V  MHz,  and  on  azi¬ 
muth  130*18’  toward  Grand  Jet.,  Colo.,  to 
6034. 2H  MHz. 

866- C1-P-71,  Same  (New),  2.5  Miles  SW.  of 
Grand  Jet..  Colorado.  Change  freq.  on  azi¬ 
muth  310*39'  toward  Roan  Cliffs,  Utah,  to 
6404.8V  MHz  and  on  azimuth  132*27’  to¬ 
ward  Waterdog  Peak,  Colo.,  to  6212.0V  MHz. 

867- C1-P-71.  Same  (New),  Waterdog  Peak, 
13  Miles  SE.  of  Montrose,  Colorado.  Change 
freq.  on  azimuth  313*1'  toward  Grand  Jet., 
Colo.,  to  5974.8V  MHz.  and  on  azimuth  83* 
46'  toward  Monarch  Pass.,  Colo.,  to  6108.3H 
MHz. 

868- C1-P-71,  Same  (New),  Monarch  Pass,  17 
Miles  West  of  Salida,  Colorado.  Change 
freq.  on  azimuth  264*37'  toward  Waterdog 
Peak.  Colo.,  to  6197.2H  MHz,  and  on  azi¬ 
muth  74*38'  toward  Almagre  Mtn.,  Colo., 
to  6226.9V  MHz. 

869 -  Cl-P-71,  Same  (New) ,  Almagre  Mtn.,  8.0 
Miles  West  of  Broadmoor,  Colorado.  Change 
freq.  on  azimuth  255*28'  toward  Monarch 
Pass,  Colo.,  to  6078.6H  MHz,  and  add  freq. 
6034. 2H  MHz  on  azimuth  348*16'  toward  a 
new  point  of  communication  at  Colorow 
Hill,  Colorado. 

8327- C1-P-70,  Same  (New),  Change  station 
location  to  1660  Lincoln  Street,  Denver, 
Colorado.  Lat.  39°44'35"  N.,  Long.  104*59' 
07"  W.,  and  change  polarization  of  freq. 
6004.5  MHz  on  azimuth  266*53’  toward 
Colorow  Hill,  Colo.,  to  vertical. 

8328- C1-P-70.  Same  (New),  Colorow  Hill,  2.0 
Miles  SW.  of  Golden  Colorado.  Change  freq. 
on  azimuth  168*6'  toward  Almagre  Mtn.. 
Colo.,  to  6226.9H  MHz. 

3334-C1-P-73,  American  Television  &  Com¬ 
munications  Corp.  (New),  Mastins  Corners, 
Virginia.  Lat.  38*11'14"  N.,  Long.  77*45’56" 
W.  Application  amended:  (a)  to  change 
station  location  to  foregoing  coordinates; 
and  (b)  to  change  freqs.  to  5945.2H  and 
6063. 8H  MHz  toward  new  point  of  com- 
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municatlon  at  Charlottesville,  Va.,  on  azi¬ 
muth  250*25'. 

3334-C 1— P-73,  American  Television  ft  Com¬ 
munications  Corp.  (New) ,  Mas  tins  Corners, 
Virginia.  Lat.  88°11'14''  N„  Long.  77*45'56'' 
W.  Application  amended — (a)  to  change 
station  location  to  foregoing  coordinates; 
and  (b)  to  change  freqs.  to  5945.2H  and 
6063.8H  MHz  toward  a  new  point  of  com¬ 
munication  at  Charlottesville,  Va.,  on 
azimuth  250*25'. 

3336- C1-P-73,  Same  (New),  2.3  Miles  South 
of  Charlottesville,  Virginia.  Lat.  37“58'69.5'' 
N„  Long.  78*28'54''  W.  Applications 
amended — (a)  to  change  station  location 
to  foregoing  coordinates;  and  (b)  to 
change  azimuth  to  208*44'  toward  Tower 
Hill,  Va.  Frequencies  6226.9H  and  6286.2H 
MHz  unchanged. 

3337- C1-P-73,  Same  (New),  Tower  Hill,  Vir¬ 
ginia.  Lat.  37*34'33.5"  N.,  Long.  78*45’43'' 
W.  Application  amended — (a)  to  change 
station  location  to  foregoing  coordinates; 
and  (b)  to  change  freqs.  to  6197.2V  and 
6256.5V  MHz  toward  Lynchburg,  Va.,  on 
azimuth  231*24’. 

3338- C l-P-73,  (New),  Lynchburg,  3.5  Miles 
SE.  of  Jack  Mountain,  Virginia.  Lat. 
37*20  12.5''  N„  Long.  79°08'12"  W.  Appli¬ 
cation  amended — (a)  to  change  station  lo¬ 
cation  to  foregoing  coordinates;  and  (b) 
to  change  freqs.  to  6945 ^H  and  6004.5H 
MHz  toward  a  new  point  of  communica¬ 
tion  at  Dry  Fork,  Va.,  on  azimuth  198*32'. 

3340- C1-P-73,  Same  (New),  Dry  Fork,  1.0 
Mile  South  of  Dry  Creek,  Virginia.  Lat. 
36°44'28'  N„  Long  79°23'05''  W.  Applica¬ 
tion  amended — (a)  to  change  station  loca¬ 
tion  to  foregoing  coordinates;  (b)  to 
change  freqs.  to  6226.9H  and  6286.2H  MHz 
toward  Reldsville,  N.C.,  on  azimuth 
211*06';  and  (c)  to  add  freqs.  6226.9V  and 
6286.2V  MHz  toward  a  new  point  of  com¬ 
munication  at  Danville,  Va.,  an  azimuth 
191*56'. 

3341- C1-P-73,  Same  (New),  Reidsville,  North 
Carolina.  Lat.  36*23  19''  N„  Long.  79*38'61" 
W.  Application  amended — (a)  to  change 
station  location  to  foregoing  coordinates; 
(b)  to  change  freqs.  to  5974.8H  and 
6034.2H  MHz  toward  Greensboro,  N.C.,  on 
azimuth  202*40’;  and  (c)  to  change  freq. 
to  6034.2H  MHz  toward  Burlington,  N.C.,  on 
azimuth  167*62'. 

3342- C  l-P-73,  Same  (New),  Greensboro, 
North  Carolina.  Lat.  36*03'46''  N„  Long 
79°48'54"  W.  Application  amended — (a)  to 
change  freq.  6256.6V  MHz  to  11385V  MHz 
toward  High  Point,  N.C.,  on  azimuth 
248*25';  and  (b)  to  add  freq.  11625V  MHz 
toward  same  point  of  communication. 

CORRECTIONS :  MULTIPOINT  DISTRIBUTION 
SERVICE 

60101-C5-P-74,  Correct  name  of  applicant  to 
read;  Taft  Broadcasting  Company.  (All 
other  particulars  same  as  reported  on  Pub¬ 
lic  Notice  No.  699,  dated  5-6-74.) 

[FR  Doc.74-11400  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  19882  etc.;  File  No.  BP-19402  etc.; 
FCC  74R-168) 

JIMMIE  H.  HOWELL  ET  AL 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Enlarging 
Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Jimmie  H.  Howell, 
Milton,  Florida;  Docket  No.  19882;  File 
No.  BP-19402;  H.  Byrd  Mapoles,  tr/as 
Mapoles  Broadcasting  Company,  Milton, 
Florida;  Docket  No.  19883,  File  No.  BP- 
19403;  Aaron  J.  Wells,  Milton,  Florida; 
Docket  No.  19884,  File  No.  BP-19430; 
Radio  Santa  Rosa,  Inc.,  Milton,  Florida, 


Docket  No.  19885,  File  No.  BP-19431;  for 
construction  permits. 

1.  This  proceeding  involves  the  mu¬ 
tually  exclusive  applications  of  Jimmie 

H.  Howell  (Howell),  Mapoles  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company,  Aaron  J.  Wells  (Wells), 
and  Radio  Santa  Rosa,  Inc.  (Santa  Rosa) 
for  authority  to  construct  a  new  stand¬ 
ard  broadcast  station  in  Milton,  Florida. 
The  applications  were  designated  for 
hearing  by  Commission  Order,  44  FCC  2d 
43,  released  December  4,  1973,  on  a  Rule 

I. 65  issue  against  Howell1  and  a  stand¬ 
ard  comparative  issue.  Now  before  the 
Review  Board  is  a  petition  to  enlarge 
issues,  filed  December  26,  1973,  by  Santa 
Rosa,1  seeking  the  addition  of  a  Sub¬ 
urban  issue  against  Wells  and  several 
issues  against  Howell,  Including  char¬ 
acter,  misrepresentation  and  Rule  1.514 
Issues. 

The  Wells  Application 

2.  Santa  Rosa  alleges  that  Wells’ 
Suburban  showing  is  deficient  in  that 
Wells  submitted  an  inadequate  demo¬ 
graphic  showing;  maue  superficial  con¬ 
tacts  with  numerous  community  leaders, 
both  in  Milton,  Florida  and  the  sur¬ 
rounding  area;  and  failed  to  elicit  the 
special  problems  of  several  significant 
groups,  i.e.,  youth  leaders  and  black 
leaders.  Santa  Rosa  also  alleges  that 
Wells’  proposed  programming  is  inade¬ 
quate  to  meet  its  ascertained  community 
problems.’  In  support,  Santa  Rosa  states 
that  Wells’  demographic  showing  is  a 
“mechanistic  reproduction”,  without 
comment,  of  chamber  of  commerce  in¬ 
formation;  that  the  Commission  did  not 
contemplate  that  the  chamber  of  com¬ 
merce  would  be  the  sole  source  of  dem¬ 
ographic  information  upon  which  an 
applicant  would  base  its  ascertainment 
survey,  citing  Paragraph  17  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Report  and  Order  adopting  the 
Primer  on  Ascertainment  of  Community 


1  By  memorandum  Opinion  and  Order,  re¬ 
leased  January  17,  1974,  ( _ FCC  2d - , 

29  RR  2d  349)  the  Board  denied  Howell’s 
request  to  delete  the  Rule  1.65  Issue. 

2  Also  before  the  Board  are:  (a)  comments, 
filed  January  24,  1974,  by  the  Broadcast 
Bureau;  (b)  an  opposition,  filed  January  25, 
1974,  by  HoweU;  (c)  an  opposition,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  25,  1974,  by  Wells;  (d)  erratum,  filed 
January  28,  1974,  by  the  Broadcast  Bureau: 
and  (e)  a  reply,  filed  February  15,  1974,  by 
Santa  Rosa. 

*In  Its  petition,  Santa  Rosa  also  alleges 
other  deficiencies  in  Wells’  Suburban  show¬ 
ing,  including  Wells’  failure  to  Interview  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  certain  significant  groups  and 
his  failure  to  conduct  an  adequate  survey  of 
the  general  public.  By  Memorandum  Opinion 
and  Order,  released  February  11,  1974,  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge  granted  a  petition 
for  leave  to  amend,  filed  by  Wells  on  Jan¬ 
uary  25,  1974,  which  Included  additional  ef¬ 
forts  by  Wells  to  ascertain  community  needs. 
In  its  reply  pleading,  Santa  Rosa  concedes 
that  several  daws  In  Wells’  showing  have 
been  cured  by  Wells’  Suburban  amendment, 
but  argues  that  other  deficiencies  remain.  In 
the  Board's  view.  Wells’  January  25th  amend¬ 
ment  moots  several  of  Santa  Rosa’s  allega¬ 
tions  regarding  Wells’  Suburban  showing  and 
since  Santa  Rosa  does  not  discuss  these  mat¬ 
ters  in  its  reply  pleading,  they  will  not  be 
discussed  herein. 


Problems  by  Broadcast  Applicants,  27 
FOC  2d  650,  21  RR  2d  1507  (1971) ; #  and 
that  this  data  Is  Inadequate,  citing 
Morris’s  Incorporated,  44  FCC  2d  321,  28 
RR  2d  1723  (1973) ;  and  Robert  Cowan 
Wagner,  38  FCC  2d  403,  405,  25  RR  2d 
1095,  1097  (1972).*  Santa  Rosa  alleges 
that  Wells’  contacts  with  leaders  outside 
of  Milton  are  inadequate  since  only  two 
interviews  were  conducted  in  Pace, 
Flor*da,  the  second  largest  community 
outside  of  Milton,  and  these  were  super¬ 
ficial;  that  only  four  leaders  were  inter¬ 
viewed  in  Gulf  Breeze  and  their  re¬ 
sponses  were  superficial;  and  that  five 
leaders  were  interviewed  in  Jay,  which 
is  beyond  Wells’  projected  0.5  mv/m 
contour,  and  their  responses  focused  on 
radio  communication.  According  to 
Santa  Rosa,  Wells’  entire  community 
leader  survey  is  deficient  since  in  most 
cares  “only  one  or  two  needs — if  any — 
were  elicited  from  each  interviewee.” 
Specifically,  Santa  Rosa  states  that  five 
leaders  merely  offered  suggestions  relat¬ 
ing  to  radio  communication  in  Milton 
and  several  gave  short,  incomprehensible 
answers  such  as  “lack  of  cooperation” 
and  need  for  “more  togetherness  and 
understanding”.  Santa  Rosa  argues  that 
“this  is  not  the  substantive  ‘dialogue’ 
which  the  ascertainment  process  was 
designed  to  establish.” 

3.  Santa  Rosa  next  alleges  that  none  of 
the  problems  elicited  by  Wells  from  black 
leaders  related  “specifically  to  the  black 
community  of  Milton”,  even  though  the 
black  population  of  Milton  is,  according 
to  petitioner,  9.3  percent.  This  fact,  peti¬ 
tioner  urges,  also  constitutes  a  deficiency 
in  the  showing,  citing  Harry  D.  Stephen¬ 
son  and  Robert  E.  Stephenson,  33  FCC 
2d  749,  23  RR  2d  760  (1972) .  Santa  Rosa 
also  states  that  Wells’  interviews  with 
youth  leaders  failed  to  elicit  any  prob¬ 
lems  since  both  responses  from  youth 
leaders  related  to  programming  and  not 
community  problems.  Finally,  Santa 
Rosa  asserts  that  Wells’  proposed  pro¬ 
gramming  is  Inadequate  to  meet  ascer¬ 
tained  problems  for  the  following  rea¬ 
sons:  (a)  three  of  Wells’  proposed  seven 
programs  are  religious  prograrhs,  but 
Wells’  survey  did  not  indicate  that  re  ¬ 
ligious  programming  is  needed  in  Milton, 
Florida,  citing  Childress  Broadcasting 
Corp.,  37  FCC  2d  766,  25  RR  2d  711 


4  In  Its  Report  and  Order  adopting  the 
Primer,  supra,  the  Commission  stated  that 
•  listing  the  chamber  of  commerce  as 
one  source  of  data  does  not  lead  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  it  should  be  considered  the  sole 
source  of  information.”  27  FCC  2d  at  661,  21 
RR  2d  at  1518.  Q.  ft  A.  9  of  the  Primer  pro¬ 
vides  that  an  applicant  may  use  any  method 
to  determine  the  composition  of  the  city  of 
license,  excluding  guesswork  or  personal 
familiarity  with  the  area,  and  that  data  from 
the  UJS.  Census  Bureau,  chamber  of  com¬ 
merce  and  other  reliable  sources  are  accept¬ 
able. 

6  The  chamber  of  commerce  publication 
used  by  Wells  Is  entitled  ’’Grow  It,  Make  It, 
Sell  It  •  •  •  Easier  In  SANTA  ROSA 
COUNTY,  Florida”  and  consists  of  34  pages. 
The  publication  includes  information  and 
statistics  on  numerous  subjects  Including 
population,  banking,  Industry,  labor,  Income, 
health  and  taxes. 
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(1972);  (b)  Wells  proposes  numerous 
programs  dealing  with  youth  problems 
while  Wells’  interviews  with  youth  lead¬ 
ers  were  inadequate;  and  (c)  Wells  pro¬ 
poses  one  weekly  half-hour  program  to 
deal  with  the  remaining  problems  and 
needs  of  the  community  which  is  clearly 
insufficient  and  unacceptable.  In  sum, 
Santa  Rosa  argues  that  Wells’  “Subur¬ 
ban  showing  taken  as  a  whole  lacks  an 
overall  good-faith  effort  to  ascertain  the 
community’s  needs  and  to  propose  pro¬ 
gramming  addressed  thereto.”  Both 
Wells  and  the  Broadcast  Bureau  oppose 
the  addition  of  the  requested  Suburban 
issue. 

4.  The  Review  Board  will  deny  the  re¬ 
quested  Suburban  issue.  Initially,  we  do 
not  agree  with  Santa  Rosa’s  contention 
that  Wells’  demographic  showing  is  fa¬ 
tally  defective  since  he  relied  solely  upon 
chamber  of  commerce  data.  Wells  states 
that  he  did  not  simply  reproduce  cham¬ 
ber  of  commerce  information,  but  rather 
analyzed  the  data  and  used  it  to  under¬ 
stand  the  demographic  composition  of 
Milton.  As  noted  by  the  Bureau,  Santa 
Rosa  does  not  allege  nor  demonstrate 
that  Wells’  demographic  showing  is,  in 
fact,  inadequate,  incomplete,  or  errone¬ 
ous  in  any  respect.  Further,  Santa  Rosa’s 
reliance  upon  Morris’s  Incorporated, 
supra,  and  Robert  Cowan  Wagner,  supra, 
is  misplaced.*  In  the  Board’s  view,  Wells 
has  supplied  adequate  demographic  in¬ 
formation  as  required  by  the  Primer, 
supra,  Q.  b  A.  9  (see  note  4,  supra) .  Re¬ 
garding  Wells’  survey  of  community 
leaders,  both  in  and  outside  the  city  of 
Milton,  the  Review  Board  is  satisfied  that 
Wells  made  a  good  faith  effort  to  consult 
with  leaders  of  significant  groups  within 
its  proposed  service  area  and  did,  in  fact, 
achieve  a  “substantive  dialogue”  with 
community  leaders,  contrary  to  the  as¬ 
sertions  of  Santa  Rosa.  We  do  not  agree 
with  Santa  Rosa  that  Wells’  failure  to 
elicit  more  than  one  or  two  problems 
from  several  community  leaders  consti¬ 
tutes  “bad  faith”  or  a  violation  of  the 
Primer.  The  Primer  does  not  require  an 
applicant  to  elicit  a  specific  number  of 
problems  from  community  leaders  and 
nothing  in  Wells’  application  or  the 
pleadings  indicates  that  Wells  acted  in 
“bad  faith"  while  conducting  his  inter¬ 
views  with  community  leaders. 

5.  Regarding  Wells’  contacts  outside 
Milton,  Florida,  although  it  appears  that 
Jay,  Florida  is  outside  of  Wells’  projected 
0.5  mv/m  contour,  we  believe  that  Wells 
Interviewed  a  sufficient  number  of  com¬ 
munity  leaders  in  areas  within  his  pro¬ 


•In  both  cases,  the  Board  concluded  that 
the  applicants’  demographic  showings  were 
inadequate  because  they  failed  to  supply 
adequate  demographic  Information  regarding 
their  proposed  cities  of  license  and  not  be¬ 
cause  the  applicants  had  relied  upon  cham¬ 
ber  of  commerce  data.  Thus,  the  fact  that 
the  applicants  had  relied  extensively  upon 
chamber  of  commerce  Information  was  not 
determinative,  but  rather  their  failure  to 
provide  adequate  demographic  Information 
rendered  their  surveys  defective.  Suoh  is  not 
the  case  here,  however. 


posed  0.5  mv/m  contour  to  obtain  a 
“broad  overview  of  community  problems” 
in  “other  areas”  as  required  by  the 
Primer,  Q.  &  A.  7,  27  FCC  2d  at  683,  21 
RR  2d  at  1543.7  Although  Wells’  contacts 
with  youth  leaders,  i.e.,  the  president  and 
vice-president  of  the  Student  Body  of 
Milton  High  School,  elicited  program 
preference  responses,  Wells’  contacts 
with  leaders  familiar  with  the  problems 
of  youth  *  elicited  numerous  youth  prob¬ 
lems.  The  Board  finds  Santa  Rosa’s  ar¬ 
gument  that  Wells  failed  to  elicit  prob¬ 
lems  from  black  leaders  which  were  ex¬ 
clusively  related  to  the  black  community, 
without  merit.  The  Primer,  Q.  &  A.  18, 
merely  requires  that  an  applicant  “as¬ 
certain  what  the  person  consulted  be¬ 
lieves  to  be  the  problems  of  the  commu¬ 
nity  from  the  standpoint  of  a  leader  of 
the  particular  group  or  organization.” 
27  FCC  2d  at  685,  21  RR  2d  at  1545. 
Thus,  as  long  as  an  applicant  makes  a 
good  faith  effort  to  elicit  community 
problems,  the  Primer’s  requirements  are 
satisfied.  Furthermore,  Santa  Rosa  does 
not  allege  that  an  insufficient  number 
of  black  leaders  were  contacted  and,  in 
our  view,  Wells  adequately  surveyed  the 
needs  and  interests  of  the  black 
community.* 

6.  Finally,  we  find  no  merit  to  Santa 
Rosa’s  allegations  regarding  Wells’  pro¬ 
posed  programming.  Wells  proposes  to 
devote  two  hours  and  fifteen  minutes  per 
week  to  public  affairs  programming,  ex¬ 
cluding  news  and  religious  programming, 
to  meet  the  needs  and  problems  he  as¬ 
certained  in  his  community  survey.  These 
public  affairs  programs  include  “Public 
Affairs  Forum”,  which  will  deal  with 
civic  planning,  drug  problems,  zoning  and 
other  problems;  “Our  Government”, 
which  will  concern  various  community 
problems  as  they  arise;  “The  Voice  of 
Youth”,  which  will  encourage  “youth  in¬ 
volvement  in  constructive,  worthwhile 
community  activities,”  and  “Milton 
Monitor”,  which  will  deal  with  numerous 
local  problems  and  needs,  including  trash 
removal  and  control  of  stray  dogs.  In 
addition,  Wells  proposes  several  daily  re¬ 
ligious  programs  which,  according  to 
Wells,  will  concentrate  on  youth  prob¬ 
lems,  especially  the  lack  of  moral  values 
and  ideals.  The  need  for  moral  values  and 


T  In  this  regard,  Wells  interviewed  persons 
In  Bagdad,  Pace,  Gulf  Breeze  and  Magnolia 
Heights,  Florida. 

1  These  leaders  included :  Lee  Zimmerman, 
Intake  Counselor,  Division  of  Youth  Services, 
State  of  Florida;  Bill  Masey,  Director  at  Pen¬ 
sacola  Junior  College,  Milton  Center;  Rad¬ 
ford  M.  Locklin,  Superintendent  of  Schools, 
Santa  Rosa  County,  MUton,  Florida;  and 
Theodis  Jackson,  Principal,  T.  R.  Jackson 
Elementary  School. 

•Santa  Rosa’s  reliance  upon  Harry  D. 
Stephenson  and  Robert  E.  Stephenson,  supra, 
is  also  misplaced.  In  that  case,  the  Board  con¬ 
cluded  that  an  applicant  had  not  met  his  ob¬ 
ligations  under  the  Primer  where  it  had  failed 
to  contact  leaders  from  several  significant 
groups.  Here,  Santa  Rosa  does  not  allege 
that  Wells  failed  to  contact  black  leaders, 
but  rather  that  it  disagrees  with  Wells’ 
method  of  eliciting  community  problems. 


ideals  in  youth  was  a  community  problem 
ascertained  by  Wells  in  his  community 
survey  and  listed  by  him  as  one  of  several 
significant  ascertained  problems.  In  the 
Board’s  view,  Wells’  proposed  program¬ 
ming,  including  his  proposed  religious 
programming,  is  adequate  to  meet  the 
problems  elicited  by  Wells  in  his  surveys. 
We  know  of  no  requirement  in  the  Primer 
which  states  that  an  applicant  must  de¬ 
tect  a  need  for  religious  programming 
before  adopting  a  religious  format.  Cf. 

Gross  Telecasting.  Inc.,  FCC  74-374, - 

FCC  2d _ ,  released  April  22,  1974 

(para.  12) .  The  Primer  requires  that  an 
applicant  “make  a  positive,  diligent  and 
continuing  •  effort  to  meet  community 
problems”,  27  FCC  2d  at  686,  21  RR  2d 
at  1547,  and,  in  our  view.  Wells’  proposed 
religious  programming,  together  with  his 
proposed  public  affairs  and  news  pro¬ 
gramming,  is  designed  to  achieve  the 
purposes  set  out  in  the  Primer.10  In  light 
of  the  above,  the  requested  Suburban 
issue  will  be  denied. 

The  Howell  Application 

7.  Character  issue.  Next,  Santa  Rosa 
requests  issues  inquiring  into  the  facts 
and  circumstances  surrounding  a  crim¬ 
inal  indictment  returned  against  Howell. 
By  way  of  background,  in  its  designation 
Order,  supra,  the  Commission  indicated 
that  Jimmie  Howell,  a  Santa  Rosa  Coun¬ 
ty  Commissioner,  was  indicted  by  the 
Santa  Rosa  Grand  Jury  on  April  20, 
1973,  for  allegedly  soliciting  a  $4,000 
bribe  in  connection  with  the  awarding 
of  county  contracts.  The  Commission 
stated  that  it  was  unable  to  determine 
at  the  time  of  designation  (i.e.,  Novem¬ 
ber  1973)  “whether  he  [Howell]  has  the 
requisite  qualifications  to  be  a  broadcast 
licensee.”  The  Commission  therefore  or¬ 
dered  that  if  the  Presiding  Judge  con¬ 
cluded  that  Howell  was  the  preferred 
applicant,  he  should  withhold  an  Ini¬ 
tial  Decision  until  notified  of  the  result 
of  the  criminal  proceedings.  The  Com¬ 
mission  further  ordered  that  if  the  Judge 
learned  that  Howell  had  not  been  ac¬ 
quitted,  then  he  “shall  add  further  is¬ 
sues  and  hold  such  further  proceedings 
as  may  be  necessary  to  determine 
Howell’s  qualifications  to  be  a  licensee 
of  the  Commission.”  Howell  was  tried  on 
the  charge  and  found  “not  guilty”  on 
November  20,  1973.  On  January  8,  1974, 
at  a  prehearing  conference,  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Judge  ruled  that  in  light  of  Howell’s 
acquittal,  no  further  inquiry  into  the 
matter  was  warranted.  Santa  Rose  now 
requests  that  the  Board  specify  an  ap¬ 
propriate  issue  to  inquire  into  Howell’s 
criminal  indictment  in  light  of  the  recent 
Court  of  Appeals  decision  in  TV  9,  Inc. 


10  Childress  Broadcasting  Corp.,  supra,  mis¬ 
takenly  relied  upon  by  Santa  Rosa,  does  not 
hold  that  an  applicant  must  ascertain  a 
specific  need  for  religious  programming.  In 
ChUdress,  the  Board  held  that  an  applicant's 
proposed  programming,  including  religious 
programming,  was  set  forth  in  generalized 
terms  contrary  to  Q.  &  A.  24  of  Primer  and, 
thus,  lacked  “the  specificity  required  by  the 
Primer”  37  FCC  3d  at  772,  26  RR  2d  at  718. 
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v.  FCC, _ P.  2d _ 28  RR  2d  1115 

<D.C.  Cir.  1973).“  According  to  Santa 
Rosa,  Howell’s  conduct  must  be  assessed 
in  light  of  the  “public  interest  standard” 
irrespective  of  whether  “a  jury  was  con¬ 
vinced  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  that 
Howell  had  technically  [not]  violated 
the  Florida  criminal  code.” 

8.  Both  Howell  and  the  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau  oppose  the  addition  of  the  request¬ 
ed  issues.  Howell  argues  that  the  al¬ 
legations  are  not  supported  by  affidavits 
as  required  by  rule  1.229(c)  and  that  TV 
9,  Inc.  v.  PCX?,  supra,  is  distinguishable 
from  the  instant  case.  The  Bureau  ar¬ 
gues  that  the  entire  matter  was  thor¬ 
oughly  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
its  designation  Order,  supra,  and  that 
the  Commission  at  that  time  “specified 
the  exact  conditions  which  would  give 
rise  to  an  inquiry  into  the  fact  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  underlying  Howell’s  previous 
indictment.” 

9.  The  Review  Board  will  deny  the  re¬ 
quested  issues  relating  to  Howell’s  crimi¬ 
nal  indictment.  In  our  view,  the  Court’s 
decision  in  the  TV  9  case,  supra,  does  not 
mandate  that  the  Commission  inquire 
into  the  facts  and  circumstances  sur¬ 
rounding  every  criminal  proceeding  in¬ 
volving  a  prospective  broadcast  licensee, 
especially  where,  as  here,  the  defendant 
is  subsequently  found  innocent  of  wrong¬ 
doing  by  a  jury.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
Court’s  decision  requiring  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  completely  abandon  its  proce¬ 


n  In  TV  9,  Inc.,  supra,  a  principal  of  an 
applicant  who  was  also  the  secretary,  a  direc¬ 
tor  and  the  applicant's  general  counsel,  was 
indicted  by  a  federal  grand  Jury  on  No¬ 
vember  1,  1969,  on  charges  of,  inter  alia. 
Illegal  gambling  activities.  On  November  9, 
1971,  the  applicant  informed  the  Commission 
that  the  principal  has  resigned  his  position 
because  of  a  poor  physical  condition  which 
also  resulted  in  the  dismissal  of  the  indict¬ 
ment.  The  Commission  permitted  the  appli¬ 
cant  to  amend  to  its  application  to  reflect 
that  the  principal  was  divested  of  all  author¬ 
ity  and  ruled  that  since  the  principal  was  no 
longer  associated  with  the  applicant,  it  was 
relieved  of  responsibility  for  any  misconduct 
on  his  part.  The  Commission’s  ruling  mooted 
a  petition  to  reopen  the  record  filed  by  other 
parties  to  inquire  into  the  effect  of  the 
alleged  criminal  activities  on  the  applicant's 
character  qualifications.  The  Court  ruled 
that  the  Commission  did  not  err  in  accept¬ 
ing  the  amendment,  but  did  err  in  mooting 
the  significance  of  the  facts  surrounding 
th»  criminal  Indictment  since: 

A  determination  by  the  Commission  with 
respect  to  this  matter  does  not  depend  upon 
the  outcome  of  a  trial  on  an  indictment, 
which  we  are  now  advised  is  beyond  the 
possibilities  because  of  Mr.  Segal’s  physical 
condition.  Proof  of  guilt  of  crime  is  required 
to  be  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
fact-finder  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt.  Even 
a  verdict  of  not  guilty  under  this  standard, 
though  relevant,  is  not  decisive  of  the  char¬ 
acter  qualifications  of  an  applicant  under 
the  standard  of  public  interest  relevant  to 
comparative  broadcasting  responsibility 
among  several  applicants  under  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act.  Furthermore,  the  presump¬ 
tion  of  Innocence  which  accompanies  one 
charged  but  not  convicted  of  crime  is  not  a 
bar  to  consideration  of  the  charges  in  this 
civil  proceeding  under  the  standard  of  the 

public  interest. _ F.  2d  at _ ,28  RR2d 

at  1129-30. 


dural  rules  (e.p.,  1.229(c) ),”  and  indis¬ 
criminately  order  inquiries  into  all  crim¬ 
inal  proceedings  simply  because  a  pros¬ 
pective  broadcast  applicant  is  indicted, 
tried  and  ultimately  acquitted  of  an  al¬ 
leged  criminal  activity.  And,  we  do  not 
believe  the  Court  intended  such  a  re¬ 
sult.  Specifically,  Santa  Rosa  offers  no 
support,  affidavits  or  otherwise,  for  its 
requested  issues  other  than  a  copy  of 
the  very  brief  April  20,  1973,  grand  jury 
indictment.1*  Since  Howell  was  subse¬ 
quently  acquitted  of  the  charge,  we  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  indictment,  standing  alone, 
is  insufficient  to  warrant  an  evidentiary 
inquiry  and  that  Santa  Rosa  was  under 
an  obligation  under  our  Rules  to  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  Howell  would  be  unfit  to 
be  a  Commission  licensee.  Cf.  Philco 
Corp.  v.  PCC,  110  U.S.  App.  D.C.  387,  293 
F.  2d  864,  21  RR  2079  (1961);  RKO 
General,  Inc.  (KHJ-TV) ,  8  FCC  2d  632, 
10  RR  2d  282  (1967) .  Moreover,  it  is  well 
established  that  the  Commission  is  not 
concerned  with  the  indictment  or  suit 
per  se  but  rather  the  facts  and  con¬ 
duct  underlying  the  indictment,  see 
Spanish  International  Television  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  45  PCC  1384,  2  RR  2d  853 
(1964) ,  and  nothing  in  TV  9,  Inc.  v.  PCC, 
changes  this  standard.  Santa  Rosa  clear¬ 
ly  failed  to  show  that  serious  questions 
regarding  Howell’s  character  qualifica¬ 
tions  are  still  present,  and,  in  our  view, 
the  Court  did  not  contemplate  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  inquiry  absent  such  a  showing 
by  the  petitioning  party.  Accordingly,  the 
requested  issues  will  be  denied. 

10.  Misrepresentation  and  Rule  1.514 
Issue.  Santa  Rosa  finally  alleges  that 
Howell  indicated  in  his  application  that 
he  was  a  30  percent  owner  of  Radio  Mil- 
ton,  Inc.,  the  licensee  of  Station  WSRA, 
Milton,  Florida,  from  June,  1967,  until 
November,  1969,  when  he  disassociated 
himself  from  the  station;"  that  Howell 
continued  to  serve  as  “General  Mana¬ 
ger  and  Engineer”  of  Station  WSRA, 
as  well  as  commonly- owned  Station 
WONF-FM,  Pensacola,  Florida  (now 
WBOP-FM)  until  April,  1970  ;  “  and  that 
Howell’s  failure  to  disclose  this  informa- 
lton  constitutes  a  violation  of  Rule  1.514 
and  a  material  misrepresentation  in  view 


23  Rule  1.229(c)  provides,  in  pertinent  part, 
that  motions  to  enlarge  issues  shall  con¬ 
tain  specific  allegations  of  fact  and  shall 
be  supported  by  affidavits  of  a  person  or  per¬ 
sons  having  personal  knowledge  thereof. 

”The  entire  indictment  reads  as  follows: 

Jim  Howell,  then  and  there  being  a  county 
officer,  did  then  and  there  corruptly  and 
unlawfully  request  or  solicit  a  gift  or  gratu¬ 
ity,  to- wit:  money,  under  an  agreement  or 
with  an  understanding  with  J.  B.  (Jim) 
Pittman,  that  his  vote,  opinion  or  judgment 
shall  be  given  in  any  particular  manner  or 
upon  a  particular  aside  of  any  question, 
cause  or  proceeding  which  was  by  law 
brought  before  him  in  his  official  capacity, 
contrary  to  Florida  Statute  838.02. 

“  However,  Howell’s  application  indicates 
the  following:  “30%  Radio  Milton  Inc.  June 
1967  to  April  1970.” 

“  In  support,  Santa  Rosa  submits  the  min¬ 
utes  of  a  meeting  of  West  Florida  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.,  the  then  70  percent  owner 
of  Radio  Milton,  Inc.,  evidencing  Howell's 
agreement  to  serve  as  Genera  Manager  and 
Engineer  of  both  stations,  and  Howell's  let¬ 
ter  of  resignation,  dated  March  31,  1970. 


of  Howell’s  role  in  WSRA.1®  Santa  Rosa 
also  alleges  that  the  transfer  of  Howell’s 
30  percent  interest  In  Radio  Milton  was 
not  reported  to  the  Commission  for  over 
a  year  and  his  “constructive,  if  not  ac¬ 
tual  knowledge  of  the  failure  to  file  this 
information  could  reflect  adversely  on 
Howell’s  comparative  qualifications.” 
The  Bureau  supports  addition  of  the  re¬ 
quested  issues,  absent  a  satisfactory  ex¬ 
planation  by  Howell  in  his  respective 
pleading.  The  Bureau  notes  that  Howell 
did  not  disclose  any  relationship  with 
West  Florida  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  the 
former  licensee  of  WONF-FM,  in  his 
application  and  that  an  explanation  is 
required  “in  light  of  Howell’s  possible  in¬ 
volvement  in  rule  violations  while  man¬ 
ager  and  engineer  of  WONF-FM.” 

11.  Howell  opposes  addition  of  the  re¬ 
quested  issues.  Howell  argues  that 
WONF-FM  "which  was  commonly 
owned  and  housed  and  operated  out  of 
the  same  building  [as  WSRA]  was  al¬ 
ways  considered  part  of  WSRA;”  that 
the  failure  of  the  licensee  to  report  the 
sale  of  his  30  percent  interest  in  WSRA 
to  the  Commission  in  a  timely  manner  is 
of  "no  legal  consequence  to  him”  since 
Rule  1.613  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
places  the  responsibility  for  reporting 
changes  in  ownership  upon  the  licensee; 
and  that  there  is  no  basis  for  adding 
the  requested  issues. 

12.  The  Review  Board  believes  that  a 
substantial  question  has  been  raised  re¬ 
garding  Howell’s  compliance  with  Rule 
1.514  which  warrants  a  full  evidentiary 
inquiry.  We  agree  with  Howell  that  his 
association  with  Radio  Milton,  Inc.,  the 
licensee  of  Station  WSRA,  from  June, 
1967  through  April,  1970,  was  fully  re¬ 
ported  in  his  application,  and,  thus,  can¬ 
not  be  the  basis  for  the  addition  of  a 
Rule  1.514  issue.  (See  note  14,  supra.) 
However,  we  do  not  agree  that  since 
WONF-FM  was  allegedly  “always  con¬ 
sidered  part  of  WSRA”,  Howell’s  asso¬ 
ciation  with  WONF-FM,  Pensacola, 
Florida  did  not  have  to  be  reported  in 
the  application.  In  our  view,  WONF-FM 
is  a  separate  broadcast  facility  and 
Howell’s  association  with  this  station  as 
well  as  WSRA  should  have  been  re¬ 
ported  at  the  time  Howell  filed  his  ap¬ 
plication.  Moreover,  it  appears  that 
Howell  may  have  had  a  motive  to  conceal 
his  association  with  WONF-FM  since 
Howell  was  apparently  the  manager  of 
the  station  during  the  time  the  station 
was  causing  interference  to  another  sta¬ 
tion.  Since  we  are  unable  to  determine, 
on  the  basis  of  the  pleadings,  whether 
Howell’s  interest  in  WONF-FM  was  in- 


“WSBA’s  renewal  application  was  desig¬ 
nated  lor  bearing  by  Commission  Order,  re¬ 
leased  July  11,  1973.  The  complaint  leading 
to  the  application’s  designation  concerned 
WSRA's  activities  during  the  period  when 
Howell  was  Manager  and  Engineer  at  WSRA, 
including  an  allegation  that  WONF-FM  was 
causing  interference  with  another  station. 
Further,  the  Bureau’s  Bill  of  Particulars, 
filed  August  13,  1973,  Indicates  that  the  in¬ 
terference  may  have  been  intentional.  The 
licensee,  however,  did  not  prosecute  its  re¬ 
newal  application  through  the  hearing  proc¬ 
ess. 
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tentionally  concealed,  we  will  specify  the 
Rule  1.514  issue  on  a  disqualifying,  as 
well  as  a  comparative  basis.  See  Folk¬ 
ways  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  40  FCC  2d 
839,  21  RR  2d  211  (1971);  Sumiton 
Broadcasting  Co.,  20  FCC  2d  669,  17  RR 
2d  1038  (1969). 17 

13.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
the  petition  to  enlarge  issues,  filed  De¬ 
cember  26,  1973  by  Radio  Santa  Rosa, 
Inc.,  is  granted  to  the  extent  indicated 
herein,  and  is  denied  in  all  other  re¬ 
spects;  and 

14.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the 
issues  in  this  proceeding  are  enlarged 
by  the  addition  of  the  following  issue: 

To  determined  whether  Jimmie  H.  Howell 
complied  with  Section  1.514  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  regarding  his  past  association 
with  Station  WONF-FM,  Pensacola,  Florida, 
and,  if  not,  to  determine  the  effect  thereof 
on  Howell’s  basic  and/or  comparative  quali¬ 
fications  to  be  a  Commission  licensee. 

15.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the 
burden  of  proceeding  with  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  the  evidence  shall  be  on  Radio 
Santa  Rosa,  Inc.  and  the  burden  of  proof 
shall  be  on  Jimmie  H.  Howell. 

Adopted:  May  7,  1974. 

Released:  May  9,  1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,18 

[seal!  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11401  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


his  proposal,  the  applicant  relies  upon 
$25,700  cash  on  hand  or  in  banks  and  a 
$25,000  bank  loan.  From  the  foregoing, 
it  would  appear  that  the  applicant  has 
insufficient  funds  to  meet  his  required 
costs.  Accordingly,  a  financial  issue  will 
be  specified. 

3.  The  application  of  Harry  R.  Pey¬ 
ton  states  that  a  total  of  six  employees 
is  proposed.  Mr.  Peyton  has  not  sub¬ 
mitted  a  complete  statement  of  specific 
practices  to  be  followed  in  order  to  as¬ 
sure  equal  employment  opportunity  to 
minority  groups  as  required  by  section 
VI  of  the  application  form.  Accordingly 
an  appropriate  issue  will  be  specified. 

4.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are  quali¬ 
fied  to  construct  and  operate  as  proposed. 
However,  since  the  proposals  are  mutu¬ 
ally  exclusive,  they  must  be  designated 
for  hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding 
on  the  issues  specified  below. 

5.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That, 
pursuant  to  section  309(e)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
the  applications  are  designated  for  hear¬ 
ing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding,  at  a 
time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  Order,  upon  the  following  issues : 

1.  To  determine  whether  Harry  R.  Pey¬ 
ton  has  sufficient  additional  funds  to 
construct  and  operate  his  proposed  sta¬ 
tion  and,  in  light  thereof,  whether  he  is 
financially  qualified  to  construct  and  op¬ 
erate  the  proposed  station. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  equal  em¬ 
ployment  opportunity  program  of  Harry 


7.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  appli¬ 
cants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  S  1.594  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  either  individually  or,  if  feasible 
and  consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly, 
within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the 
Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  §  1.594(g)  of  the 
rules. 

Adopted:  May  9, 1974. 

Released:  May  13, 1974. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.74-11403  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 

(Rate  Schedule  No.  24,  etc.] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
RATE  CHANGES 
Notice  of  Filings 

May  10, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  the  producers  listed 
in  the  Appendix  below  have  filed  pro¬ 
posed  increased  rates  to  the  applicable 
area  new  gas  ceiling  based  on  the  inter¬ 
pretation  of  vintaging  concepts  set  forth 
by  the  Commission  in  its  Opinion  No.  639, 
issued  December  12, 1972. 

The  information  relevant  to  each  of 
these  sales  is  listed  in  the  Appendix. 


[Docket  No.  20036,  File  No.  BP-19413;  Docket 
No.  20037,  File  No.  BP-19487] 

HARRY  P.  PEYTON  AND  WANV,  INC. 

Applications  for  Consolidated  Hearing  on 
Stated  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Harry  R.  Peyton, 
Buena  Vista,  Virginia;  Requests:  1270 
kHz,  1  kW,  Day,  WANV,  Incorporated, 
Buena  Vista,  Virginia;  Requests:  1270 
kHz,  1  kW,  Day,  For  construction 
permits. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tions  which  are  mutually  exclusive  in 
that  they  seek  the  same  frequency  in 
the  same  community. 

2.  Based  upon  the  cost  figures  con¬ 
tained  in  his  application,  it  appears  that 
Harry  R.  Peyton  will  need  $57,945  to 
construct  and  operate  his  proposed  fa¬ 
cility  for  a  period  of  one  year.1  To  finance 

17  However,  Santa  Rosa's  request  for  a  mis¬ 
representation  issue  will  be  denied.  The 
question  of  intent  may  be  fully  examined 
under  the  Rule  1.514  issue  being  specified 
herein. 

,H  Board  Member  Nelson  absent. 

1  Mr.  Peyton’s  first-year  expenses  are  item¬ 
ized  as  follows:  equipment,  $12,755;  land, 
$375;  building,  $1,105;  miscellaneous,  $11,- 
870;  loan  repayment  with  Interest,  $4,240; 
and  working  capital,  $27,600. 


R.  Peyton  satisfactorily  complies  with 
Commission  requirements. 

3.  To  determine  which  of  the  proposals 
would,  on  a  comparative  basis,  better 
serve  the  public  interest. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
issues,  which,  if  either,  of  the  applica¬ 
tions  should  be  granted. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein,  pursuant 
to  §  1.221(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
in  person  or  by  attorney,  shall,  within 
20  days  of  the  mailing  of  this  Order,  file 
with  the  Commission  in  triplicate,  a  writ¬ 
ten  appearance  stating  an  intention  to 
appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing 
and  present  evidence  on  the  issues  spec¬ 
ified  in  this  order. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filings  should  on  or  before  May  22,  1974, 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
party  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  *  - 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 


Filing 

date 

Producer 

Rate 

schedule 

No. 

Buyer 

Area 

Apr.  24, 1374 

Sun  Oil  Co.,  Southland  Center,  P.O. 
Box  2880.  Pallas,  Tex.  75221. 

24 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corp. 

Texas  Gulf  Coast. 

Apr.  26,  1974 

Houston  Oil  A  Minerals  Corp.,  242  The 
Main  Bldg.,  1212  Main  St.,  Houston, 
Tex.  77002. 

17 

United  Qas  Pipe  Line  Co... 

South  Louisiana. 

Apr.  29, 1974 

Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  P.O.  Box  2819, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75221. 

244 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corp. 

Texas  Gulf  Coast. 

no _ 

.  . .  do . . . . . . 

365 

Do. 

1)0.. . 

Continental  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  2197, 
Houston,  Tex.  77001. 

6 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 
of  America. 

Do. 

May  3,1974 

168 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.... 

Permian  Basin. 

[FR  Doc.74-11335  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 
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ALASKA  POWER  SURVEY 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Agenda  for  the  meeting  of  the  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committee  on  Coordi¬ 
nated  Systems  Development  and  Inter¬ 
connection,  June  18,  1974,  9  a.m„  Room 
509,  Cordova  Building,  555  Cordova 
Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 

1.  Open  meeting  by  Alternate  Secretary. 

2.  Opening  remarks  by  Chairman  Rhodes. 

3.  Review  of  draft  report. 

a.  Comments  and  suggested  changes. 

b.  Items  to  be  included  in  the  summary. 

4.  Schedule  for  completion. 

5.  Other  business  pertinent  to  committee 
assignment. 

6.  Adjourn  meeting. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Any  interested  person  may  attend,  ap¬ 
pear  before,  or  file  statements  with  the 
committee — which  statements,  if  in  writ¬ 
ten  form,  may  be  filed  before  or  after  the 
meeting,  or,  if  oral,  at  the  time  and  in 
the  manner  permitted  by  the  committee. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc .74-1 1341  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


ALASKA  POWER  SURVEY 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Agenda  for  the  meeting  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Advisory  Committee,  June  18, 1974,  1 
p.m.,  Room  509,  Cordova  Building.  555 
Cordova  Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 

1.  Opening  remarks  by  Mr.  House. 

2.  Reports  of  the  Technical  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittees. 

a.  Economic  Analysis  and  Load  Projections. 

b.  Resources  and  Electric  Power  Genera¬ 
tion. 

c.  Coordinated  Systems  Development  and 
Interconnection. 

d.  Environmental  Considerations  and  Con¬ 
sumer  Affairs. 

3.  Summary  Report  of  the  Executive  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee. 

a.  Review  of  draft  report. 

b.  Identification  of  key  issues. 

c.  Schedule  for  completion. 

4.  Other  business  pertinent  to  the  power 
survey. 

5.  Adjourn  meeting. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  Any 
interested  person  may  attend,  appear  be¬ 
fore,  or  file  statements  with  the  commit¬ 
tee — which  statements,  if  in  written 
form,  may  be  filed  before  or  after  the 
meeting,  or,  if  oral,  at  the  time  and  in 
the  manner  permitted  by  the  committee. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11342  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8445] 

CAMBRIDGE  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Time  and 
Postponement  of  Hearing 

May  10, 1974. 

On  May  7,  1974,  the  Municipal  Light 
Department  of  the  Town  of  Belmont, 
Massachusetts,  filed  a  motion  for  a  fur¬ 
ther  extension  of  the  procedural  dates 


fixed  by  notice  issued  February  25,  1974, 
as  amended  by  notice  issued  March  25, 
1974,  in  the  above-designated  matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  are  fur¬ 
ther  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  prepared  testimony  by  Interveners, 
June  11, 1874. 

Service  of  rebuttal  testimony  by  Companv, 
July  9, 1974. 

Hearing,  August  6, 1974  (10  a.m.,  e.d.t.) . 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11332  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8761] 

CENTRAL  MAINE  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Proposed  Rate  Increase 

May  10,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  1,  1973,  Cen¬ 
tral  Maine  Power  Company  (Company) 
tendered  for  filing  revised  contracts  in¬ 
tended  to  supercede  the  present  tariff 
schedule.  Company  states  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  changes  would  increase  rates 
to  wholesale  customers  by  $261,471. 

The  Company  proposes  an  effective 
date  of  June  30, 1974. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  22, 1974.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  tills  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .74-1 1343  Filed  5-1 6-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP74r-32] 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Order  Permitting  Interventions 

May  10,  1974. 

On  November  5,  1973,  as  corrected  No¬ 
vember  9  and  14,  1973,  Consolidated  Gas 
Supply  Corporation  (Consolidated)  filed 
in  the  above-captioned  docket  certain 
proposed  tariff  sheets  which  purportedly 
are  designed  to  implement  the  recovery 
of  certain  fixed  costs  which  would  other¬ 
wise  be  recoverable  only  through  addi¬ 
tional  rate  filings. 

The  filing  was  noticed  on  December  26, 

1973,  with  petitions  to  intervene  and 
comments  due  on  or  before  January  7, 

1974.  Timely  petitions  to  intervene  have 
been  filed  by  Rochester  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Corporation,  New  York  State  Elec¬ 
tric  and  Gas  Corporation,  the  Pavilion 
Natural  Gas  Company,  Public  Service 


Commission  of  New  York,  Niagara  Mo¬ 
hawk  Power  Corporation,  and  Southern 
Tier  Gas  Corporation. 

The  Commission  finds:  Participation 
by  Rochester  Gas  and  Electric  Corpora¬ 
tion,  New  York  State  Electric  and  Gas 
Corporation,  The  Pavilion  Natural  Gas 
Company,  Public  Service  Commission  of 
New  York,  Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Cor¬ 
poration,  and  Southern  Tier  Gas  Cor¬ 
poration  in  these  proceedings  may  be  in 
the  public  interest  and  good  cause  exists 
for  permitting  such  interventions. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Rochester 
Gas  and  Electric  Corporation,  New  York 
State  Electric  and  Gas  Corporation,  The 
Pavilion  Natural  Gas  Company,  Public 
Service  Commission  of  New  York,  Niag¬ 
ara  Mohawk  Power  Corporation,  and 
Southern  Tier  Gas  Corporation  are 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Commission,  Provided, 
however.  That  the  participation  of  the 
intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  rights  and  interests  specifically 
set  forth  in  their  petitions  to  intervene, 
and  Provided,  further.  That  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  such  intervenors  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  by  the  Commission 
that  it  might  be  aggrieved  because  of 
any  order  or  orders  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

r seal  1  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc .74-1 1333  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-6886 ] 

EL  PASO  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

May  10, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  29,  1974,  El 
Paso  Electric  Company  (Applicant) ,  filed 
an  application  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  seeking  authority  pursuant 
to  section  204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
to  amend  Docket  No.  E-6886,  dated 
June  18,  1959,  as  subsequently  amended 
on  June  24,  1964,  to  authorize  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  115,870  additional  shares  under 
the  Employee  Stock  Purchase  Plan  and 
to  extend  the  termination  date  of  the 
plan  to  June  30, 1979. 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Texas  with  its  prin¬ 
cipal  business  office  at  El  Paso,  Texas, 
and  is  engaged  in  the  electric  utility  busi¬ 
ness  in  the  States  of  Texas  and  New 
Mexico  in  an  area  in  the  Rio  Grande 
Valley  extending  approximately  110  miles 
northwesterly  from  El  Paso  to  the  Ca- 
ballo  Dam  in  New  Mexico  and  approxi¬ 
mately  120  miles  southeasterly  from  El 
Paso  to  Van  Horn,  Texas,  with  a  popula¬ 
tion  of  approximately  456,000  of  whom 
360,000  reside  in  the  Metropolitan  area  of 
El  Paso. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  the 
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application  should,  on  or  before  May  30, 
1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11339  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  Id-17291 

ELWIN  W.  THURLOW 
Notice  of  Application 

May  10, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  6, 1974,  Elwin 
W.  Thurlow  (Applicant) ,  filed  an  initial 
application  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  seeking  authority  to  hold  the 
following  positions  pursuant  to  section 
305  (b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act : 

President  and  Director,  Central  Maine  Power 
Company,  Public  UtUity. 

Director.  Maine  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  Public  Utility. 

Central  Maine,  an  electric  utility  oper¬ 
ating  wholly  within  the  State  of  Maine, 
is  a  Maine  corporation  organized  in  1905. 
The  Company  serves  about  328,000  cus¬ 
tomers  in  southern  and  central  Maine. 

Maine  Yankee  is  a  maine  corporation 
that  owns  and  operates  a  pressurized 
water  nuclear-powered  electric  generat¬ 
ing  plant  at  Wise  asset,  Maine. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  5, 
1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become  par¬ 
ties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules.  The  appli¬ 
cation  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11328  Filed  5-1 6-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI74-593] 

GETTY  OIL  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

May  10, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  25,  1974, 
Getty  Oil  Company  (Applicant),  P.O. 
Box  1404,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CI74-593  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
sale  for  resale  and  delivery  of  natural 
gas  in  interstate  commerce  to  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  Gas), 
from  Block  217,  Eugene  Island  Area,  off¬ 
shore  Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  1,000  Mcf  per 
day  of  natural  gas  to  Texas  Gas  from 
subject  acreage  for  one  year  within  the 
contemplation  of  $  2.70  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Policy  and  Interpretations 
(18  CFR  2.70) ,  at  a  price  of  45.0  cents  per 
Mcf  at  15.025  psia,  subject  to  upward 
and  downward  Btu  adjustment  from  a 
base  of  1,000  Btu  per  cubic  foot.  The  con¬ 
tract  for  the  subject  sale  provides  for  a 
price  of  50.0  cents  per  Mcf. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  3, 
1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  with¬ 
out  further  notice  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  this  application  if  no  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing 
is  required,  further  notice  of  such  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 


unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.74-11330  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RI74-188] 

INDEPENDENT  OIL  &  GAS  ASSOCIATION 
OF  WEST  VIRGINIA,  ET  AL 

Order  Setting  Date  for  Hearing  and 
Ordering  Investigation 

May  10,  1974. 

On  March  25,  1974,  in  accordance  with 
§  1.7  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure,1  the  Independent  Oil 
&  Gas  Association  of  West  Virginia 
(IOGA)  filed  a  petition  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  4  and  5  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  *  and 
§  154.107(e)  of  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act*  requesting  that  the 
Commission  grant  IOGA  members  the 
necessary  authorization  to  permit  them 
to  collect  the  "market  price’’  for  natural 
gas  sold  by  IOGA  members  to  interstate 
pipelines  under  life  of  lease  contracts. 
Notice  of  IOGA’s  petition  was  issued  on 
April  11,  1974,  and  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  April  15,  1974  (39  FR 
13600) .  Petitions  to  intervene  and  timely 
protests  were  to  be  filed  on  or  before 
April  30,  1974.  A  notice  of  intervention 
was  filed  by  the  Public  Service  Commis¬ 
sion  of  the  State  of  New  York  requesting 
participation  if  the  Commission  should 
institute  an  investigation  pursuant  to 
section  5  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  a 
notice  of  intervention  was  filed  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  Petitions  to  intervene  were  filed 
by: 

(1)  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation. 

(2)  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

(3)  Equitable  Gas  Company. 

(4)  Phillips  Petroleum  Company. 

(5)  MobU  Oil  Corporation. 

(6)  Ashland  Oil,  Inc. 

(7)  Devon  Corporation. 

The  interstate  pipelines  which  purchase 
from  IOGA  members  are  Consolidated 
Gas  Supply  Company,  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation,  Carnegie 
Natural  Gas  Company,  and  Equitable 
Gas  Company.  These  four  pipelines  are 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  “Pipe¬ 
lines”. 

IOGA  alleges,  that  life  of  lease  gas 
purchase  contracts  are  Imposed  on 
IOGA  members  by  anticompetitive  Pipe¬ 
line  practices  and  are  therefore  unjust 
and  unreasonable,  and  are  contrary  to 
public  policy.  Further,  IOGA  avers  that 
the  Pipelines  “have  uniformly  resisted 
renegotiation  of  [the]  life  of  lease  con¬ 
tracts”  and  "are  unwilling  to  pay  rea- 


*  18  C -FJR.  1.7. 

*  16  U.S.C.  717c,  717d. 
•18  CFJt.  154.107(e). 
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sonable  prices  for  flowing  gas”.  IOGA 
states  that  during  1973,  IOGA  members 
received  less  monies  for  gas  sold  under 
the  subject  life  of  lease  contracts  than 
the  cost  of  producing  that  gas  because 
of  “the  Pipelines’  power  to  control  for 
an  unlimited  term,  both  sales  price  and 
production.” 

IOGA  avers  that  its  membership  in¬ 
cludes  some  90  independent  small  pro¬ 
ducers,4  approximately  one-half  of  all 
small  producers  in  the  State  of  West 
Virginia.  IOGA's  membership  also  in¬ 
cludes  royalty  owners,  contractors,  and 
others  associated  with  the  production  of 
crude  oil  and  natural  gas  in  West 
Virginia.  IOGA  alleges  that  none  of  its 
members  is  associated  with  either  a 
“major”  intergrated  oil  and  gas  com¬ 
pany,  or  an  interstate  pipeline  company 
subject  to  this  Commission’s  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  and  that  each  of  its  producing 
members  is  presently  exempt  as  a  small 
producer  under  Order  No.  411.* 

IOGA  alleges  that  all  contracts  be¬ 
tween  its  members  and  the  purchasing 
Pipelines  are  substantially  similar,  and 
that  such  gas  sales  contracts  commonly 

(1)  provide  for  the  contract  term  to  ex¬ 
tend  for  the  life  of  the  lease;  (2)  pro- 
liibit  price  renegotiation  or  price  escala¬ 
tions;  and  (3)  place  production  solely 
under  the  control  of  the  purchasing  pipe¬ 
lines,  thereby  preventing  IOGA  members 
from  unilaterally  terminating  production 
regardless  of  the  circumstances. 

As  submitted,  IOGA’s  petition  does 
not,  in  and  of  itself,  provide  a  sufficient 
basis  to  determine  the  propriety  of  the 
relief  requested  by  IOGA  except  insofar 
as  the  petition  requests  this  Commission 
to  institute  an  investigation  pursuant  to 
section  5(a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 
Upon  consideration  of  the  allegations  in 
IOGA’s  petition,  the  Commission  finds 
it  appropriate  to  investigate  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  gas  sales  contracts 
for  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  between  IOGA  members  and 
the  Pipelines,  and  that  such  investiga¬ 
tion  be  sufficiently  broad  to  include  all 
sales  by  IOGA  members  to  interstate 
pipelines  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
this  Commission.  Upon  the  basis  of 
IOGA’s  petition  and  the  information 
submitted  therewith  it  appears  that  the 
rates,  terms  and  other  conditions  of  the 


‘18  CJF.R.  157.40(a)  defines  "[a]  ‘small 
producer’  [as]  an  independent  producer  ol 
natural  gas  as  defined  In  i  164.91  of  this 
chapter,  who  is  not  affiliated  with  a  natural 
gas  pipeline  company  and  whose  total  juris¬ 
dictional  sales  on  a  nationwide  basis, 
together  with  such  sales  of  ‘affiliated  pro¬ 
ducers’  are  not  in  excess  of  10,000,000  Mcf 
at  14.65  p^.i.a.  during  any  calendar  year." 
As  IOGA’s  petition  does  not  Identify  its 
members,  we  have  no  way  of  determining  the 
correctness  of  this  allegation. 

c  Area  Rates  For  The  Appalachian  And 
Illinois  Basin  Areas,  et  al..  Docket  No.  R^371 
et  al..  Order  No.  411,  44  FJ.C.  1112,  as 
amended,  Order  No.  411-A,  44  F.P.C.  1334, 
reh.  denied,  44  F.P.C.  1487  (1970).  See  also 
Opinion  No.  639,  48  F.P.C.  1299  (1972),  reh. 
denied,  49  F.P.C.  361  (1973),  affd,  Shell  Oil 
Company,  et  al.  ▼.  F.P.C.,  —  F.  2d  1929  (5th 
Cir.  March  14.  1974). 


gas  sales  contracts  entered  into  by 
IOGA’s  members  and  the  Pipelines  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  be  unlawful,  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  and  otherwise  contrary  to  the 
public  interest. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Certain  of 
the  members  of  the  Independent  Oil  & 
Gas  Association  of  West  Virginia  may 
be  Independent  producers  of  natural  gas 
and  “natural  gas  companies]”  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  be¬ 
ing  engaged  in  the  sale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  for 
resale  for  ultimate  public  consumption. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  an  investigation  be  insti¬ 
tuted  by  the  Commission,  upon  IOGA’s 
petition,  into  and  concerning  the  rates, 
terms,  and  other  conditions  of  the  con¬ 
tracts  between  certain  members  of  IOGA 
and  the  interstate  Pipelines  heretofore 
identified  in  connection  with  any  trans¬ 
portation  or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject 
to  the  Commission’s  jurisdiction. 

(3)  It  is  necessary  and  in  the  public 
interest  that  this  proceeding  be  set  for  a 
hearing. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  An  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  rates,  terms,  and  other 
conditions  of  the  gas  sales  contracts  be¬ 
tween  certain  members  of  the  Indepen¬ 
dent  Oil  &  Gas  Association  of  West 
Virginia  and  the  previously  identified 
Interstate  Pipelines,  who  are  hereby 
made  part-respondents  herein,  is  hereby 
instituted  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  purpose  of  en¬ 
abling  the  Commission  to  determine 
whether,  with  respect  to  any  transaction 
or  sale  of  natural  gas,  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  any  of 
the  rates,  terms,  or  other  conditions  of 
such  contracts  are  unlawful,  unjust,  un¬ 
reasonable,  or  otherwise  contrary  to  the 
public  interest. 

(B)  If  the  Commission,  after  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  had,  shall  find  with  respect 
to  any  of  the  rates,  terms,  or  other  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  contracts  between  certain 
members  of  the  Independent  Oil  &  Gas 
Association  of  West  Virginia  and  the 
previously  identified  interstate  Pipelines, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  are  unlawful,  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  or  otherwise  contrary  to  the  public 
interest,  the  Commission  will  thereupon 
determine  and  establish  by  order,  or 
orders,  just  and  reasonable  rates,  rules, 
regulations,  practices,  or  contracts,  or 
terms,  or  conditions  to  be  thereafter 
observed  and  in  force. 

<C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4,  5,  7,  14,  and  16  thereof,  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
and  the  Regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR  Chapter  I).  A  public 
hearing  will  be  held  in  Docket  No.  RI74- 
188  commencing  on  June  12,  1974,  at 
10  a.m.  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  con¬ 
cerning  the  issues  presented  in  the  peti¬ 


tion  filed  by  the  Independent  Oil  &  Gas 
Association  of  West  Virginia. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  (See  Delegation 
of  Authority,  18  CFR  3.5(d)),  shall 
preside  at  the  hearing  in  this  proceeding 
pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure. 

(E)  IOGA  shall  file  direct  testimony 
and  evidence  on  or  before  May  17,  1974. 
Such  evidence  shall  include,  inter  alia,  a 
list  of  IOGA  members  who  are  seeking 
the  relief  requested  by  IOGA’s  petition, 
and  the  pertinent  terms  and  conditions 
of  their  contracts  with  the  previously 
identified  interstate  Pipelines. 

(F)  The  aforementioned  Pipeline 
party-respondents  shall  file  any  direct 
testimony  and  evidence  on  or  before 
May  31,  1974. 

(G)  The  Commission  Staff  and  all  in- 
tervenors  shall  file  direct  testimony  and 
evidence  on  or  before  June  7,  1974. 

(H)  All  rebuttal  testimony  and  evi¬ 
dence  shall  be  served  on  or  before 
June  14, 1974. 

(I)  All  parties  to  this  proceeding  (in¬ 
cluding  the  Commission  Staff)  shall  file 
testimony  and  evidence  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission,  and  serve  such 
evidence  and  testimony  upon  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Administrative  Law  Judge,  and  all 
other  parties  to  this  proceeding. 

( J)  The  above  named  parties  who  have 
filed  petitions  to  intervene  or  a  notice  of 
Intervention  are  hereby  permitted  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  this  proceeding  subject  to  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  Provided,  however.  That  such  in¬ 
tervention  shall  not  be  construed  as  rec¬ 
ognition  by  the  Commission  that  they 
or  any  of  them  might  be  aggrieved  be¬ 
cause  of  any  order  or  orders  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  entered  in  this  proceeding;  And 
provided  further.  That  the  participation 
of  said  parties  shall  be  limited  to  the 
issues  raised  in  their  respective  petitions 
to  intervene  or  notice  of  intervention. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.74-11344  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E— 8424] 

JERSEY  CENTRAL  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Revised  Fuel  Adjustment  Clause 

May  10,  1974. 

Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (Jersey  Central)  on  December  20, 
1973,  tendered  for  filing  a  revised  fuel 
adjustment  clause  pursuant  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  suspension  order  issued  herein 
on  November  30,  1973.  The  tendered  re¬ 
vised  fuel  clause  is  contained  in  First 
Revised  Sheet  No.  15  to  Jersey  Central’s 
FPC  Electric  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No. 
1.  The  Base  Costs  of  Fossil  Fuel  (7.462 
Mills/kWh)  reflected  in  the  revised  fuel 
clause  is  supported  by  Statement  O  (Re¬ 
vised  12/17/73)  which  is  included  in  the 
tendered  filing.  Also  tendered  is  First 
Revised  Sheet  No.  4  to  the  tariff,  revis- 
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ing  the  Index  of  Purchasers  to  show  Al¬ 
legheny  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  in 
lieu  of  Sussex  Rural  Electric  Cooperative. 

Jersey  Central  states  that  the  ten¬ 
dered  filing  is  in  compliance  with  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  the  Commission’s  Novem¬ 
ber  30  order  which  said  that  the  fuel 
adjustment  clause  contained  in  the 
Company’s  increased  rate  filing  of  Sep¬ 
tember  28.  1973,  was  inconsistent  with 
§  35.14  of  the  Commission's  regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act  because 
nuclear  fuel  costs  were  included.  The 
revised  fuel  clause,  it  states,  reflects 
only  changes  in  fossil  fuel  costs.  Jersey 
Central  also  states  that  the  revised  fuel 
clause  does  not  reflect  changes  in  the 
energy  charges  of  its  suppliers. 

Applicant  states  that  copies  of  this 
filing  have  been  served  upon  represent¬ 
atives  of  its  wholesale  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  hied  on  ox 
before  May  22, 1974.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  hie  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  hie  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.74-11340  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  E-8212] 

MONTANA-DAKOTA  UTILITIES  CO. 

Amendment  to  Application 

May  9, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  6,  1974, 
Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Company  hied 
a  letter  amendment  to  its  application 
pursuant  to  section  204  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  seeking  an  order  extending 
the  time  period  for  issuing  short-term 
Promissory  Notes  authorized  in  Docket 
No.  E-8212  from  May  15,  1974  to  May  15. 
1975  and  the  final  maturity  date  from 
May  14,  1975  to  May  14,  1976. 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Bismarck,  North 
Dakota,  and  is  engaged  in  the  gas  and 
electrical  utility  business  in  the  States 
of  Montana,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota  and  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  such  extension  of  time 
is  to  permit  Applicant  to  postpone  the 
sale  of  First  Mortgage  Bonds  and  Pre¬ 
ferred  Stock.  Although  Applicant  has 
scheduled  a  sale  of  First  Mortgage  Bonds 
and  Preferred  Stock  for  October,  1974, 
unsettled  market  conditions  or  high  in¬ 
terest  rates  may  make  it  desirable  for 
Applicant  to  defer  the  sale  of  said  secu¬ 
rities  until  early  1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 


to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  amendment  to  said  application 
should  on  or  before  May  15,  1974,  hie 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  hied  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  me  proceeding. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  hie  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules.  The  amendment 
to  said  application  in  on  hie  with  the 
Commission  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11326  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ID-1728] 

NEVIUS  M.  CURTIS 
Notice  of  Application 

May  10, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  6,  1974, 
Nevius  M.  Curtis  (Applicant),  hied  an 
initial  application  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  seeking  authority  to 
hold  the  following  positions  pursuant 
to  section  305(b)  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act: 

Financial  Vice  President,  Comptroller  and 
Director.  Central  Maine  Power  Company, 
Public  Utility. 

Treasurer  and  Director,  Maine  Yankee 
Atomic  Power  Company,  Public  Utility. 
Central  Maine,  an  electric  utility  op¬ 
erating  wholly  within  the  State  of  Maine, 
is  a  Maine  corporation  organized  in  1905. 
The  Company  serves  about  328,000  cus¬ 
tomers  in  southern  and  central  Maine. 

Maine  Yankee  is  a  Maine  corporation 
that  owns  and  operates  a  pressurized 
water  nuclear-powered  electric  generat¬ 
ing  plant  at  Wiscasset,  Maine. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
June  5,  1974,  hie  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
hied  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  hie  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
The  application  is  on  hie  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.74-11329  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RM74-22,  etc.] 

NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  POOL 
PARTICIPANTS,  ET  AL. 

Notiee  Relative  to  Fuel  Conservation  Rate 
Filings 

May  10, 1974. 

Dockets  Nos.  RM74-22,  E-8589,  E- 
8550,  et  al. 

On  May  3,  1974,  counsel  for  Appa¬ 
lachian  Power  Company,  Indiana  & 
Michigan  Electric  Company,  Ohio  Pow¬ 
er  Company,  and  Wheeling  Electric 
Company  (AEP  Respondents)  requested 
an  extension  until  May  16,  1974,  within 
which  to  notify  the  Commission  as  to 
whether  they  wish  to  have  their  Fuel 
Conservation  Rate  Schedules  take  effect 
immediately  as  required  by  the  hrst  full 
paragraph  on  page  5  of  the  order  issued 
April  30,  1974,  in  the  above-designated 
matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  is  granted  to  and 
including  May  16,  1974,  within  which  all 
utilities  shall  notify  the  Commission  as 
to  whether  they  wish  to  have  their  Fuel 
Conservation  Rate  Schedules  take  effect 
immediately. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11327  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP74-75] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Extension  of  Time 

May  9,  1974. 

On  May  3. 1974,  Northern  Natural  Gas 
Company  filed  a  motion  for  an  extension 
of  time  within  which  to  present  its  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  required  by  the  Order 
issued  March  22,  1974,  in  the  above-des¬ 
ignated  matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  is  extended  to  and 
including  May  10.  1974,  within  which 
Northern  shall  file  its  prepared  testi¬ 
mony  on  the  advance  payment  issue  in 
the  above-designated  matter. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11338  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8052] 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  ELECTRIC  AND  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Revised  Sheets 

May  10,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  24,  1974 
South  Carolina  Electric  and  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (SCEG)  tendered  for  filing  Revised 
Sheets  Nos.  5,  6,  8,  9,  10,  11,  and  12  of 
its  FPC  Electric  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  1.  SCEG  states  the  Revised  Sheets 
are  being  filed  pursuant  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  dated  March  25,  1974  in  the 
above-captioned  docket.  SCEG  further 
states  that  all  said  sheets  have  been  re¬ 
vised  to  conform  its  Tariff  to  the  terms  of 
settlement  agreements  between  SCEG 
and  Saluda  River  Electric  Cooperative. 
Inc.  (filed  August  17,  1973)  and  between 
SCEG  and  the  City  of  Orangeburg, 
South  Carolina  (filed  October  1,  1973). 
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According  to  SCEG,  all  provisions  of  Its 
Electric  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1, 
except  those  listed  above,  are  unaffected 
by  the  settlement  agreements. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  24, 1974.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  Inspec¬ 
tion. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11336  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8753] 

SOUTHWESTERN  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Filing  of  Proposed  Rate  Increase 

May  10,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  25,  1974, 
Southwestern  Public  Service  Company 
(Southwestern)  tendered  for  filing  a  new 
contract  and  rate  schedule  for  Electric 
Power  Service  to  Privately  Owned  Elec¬ 
tric  Utilities  intended  to  supersede  exist¬ 
ing  FPC  Rate  Schedules.  Southwestern 
states  that  the  proposed  rates  would  in¬ 
crease  service  to  its  customers  by  26%. 

Southwestern  requests  an  effective  date 
of  July  1, 1974. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §S  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  20, 1974.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Maky  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11331  Filed  6-16-74;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP74-274,  etc  ] 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP.,  ET  AL 
Notice  of  Applications 

May  10,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  25,  1974, 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Gas),  8800  Frederica  Street, 
Owensboro,  Kentucky  42301,  filed  in 


Docket  No.  CP74-274,  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Transco), 
P.O.  Box  1396,  Houston,  Texas  77001, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP74-275,  and  Texas 
Eastern  Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Eastern) ,  P.O.  Box  2521,  Houston, 
Texas  77001,  filed  Jointly  with  Transco 
in  Docket  No.  CP74-276,  applications 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  certificates  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  cer¬ 
tain  arrangements  to  enable  Transco  to 
render  temporary  storage  service  to  its 
customers,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  applications,  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

In  the  application  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP74-274,  Texas  Gas  proposes  to  store 
for  Transco  up  to  8,000,000  Mcf  of  na¬ 
tural  gas  at  14.7  psla  at  a  rate  of  26.28 
cents  per  Mcf  from  April  15,  1974, 
through  March  31,  1975,  pursuant  to  a 
letter  agreement  between  the  two  par¬ 
ties  dated  April  8,  1974,  which  provides 
for  delivery  of  up  to  50,000  Mcf  per  day 
at  14.7  psia  to  Texas  Gas  from  Texas 
Eastern  for  the  account  of  Transco  from 
April  15,  1974,  through  October  31,  1974, 
at  the  existing  interconnection  of  the 
systems  of  Texas  Gas  and  Texas  Eastern 
at  Lebanon,  Ohio.  Said  agreement  pro¬ 
vides  for  redelivery  of  the  gas  to  Transco 
from  November  1,  1974,  to  April  1,  1975, 
at  the  interconnection  of  the  facilities  of 
Transco  and  Texas  Gas  near  Eunice  in 
Acadia  Parish,  Louisiana,  or  at  other 
mutually  agreeable  existing  interconnec¬ 
tions  between  the  two  systems.  The  vol¬ 
ume  of  gas  redelivered  to  Transco  is  to 
be  subject  to  interruption  when  neces¬ 
sary  for  Texas  Gas  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  its  other  firm  customers,  pro¬ 
vided,  however,  that  Texas  Gas  deliver 
20  percent  of  such  stored  gas  to  Transco 
during  any  30-day  period,  unless  other¬ 
wise  mutually  agreed  to  by  Texas  Gas 
and  Transco. 

Texas  Gas  states  that  it  commenced 
the  storage  service  proposed  by  the  letter 
agreement  of  April  8,  1974,  on  April  15, 
1974,  within  the  contemplation  of  Sec¬ 
tion  157.22  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.22) . 

In  the  application  filed  In  Docket  No. 
CP74-275,  Transco  proposes  to  allocate 
from  November  1,  1974,  to  April  1,  1975, 
the  storage  volumes  as  part  of  the  en¬ 
titlements  of  the  following  customers: 


Storage 

Customer  volume 1 

Alexander  City,  Ala.,  city  of -  17,820 

Atlanta  Gas  Light  Co _  838,616 

Brooklyn  Union  Oaa  Co _  747, 870 

Buford,  Ga,  city  of _ _ _  11, 600 

Carolina  Pipeline  Co _  92, 185 

CUnton-Newberry  Natural  Gas 

Authority _  28, 605 

Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New 

York,  Inc . .  1,021,840 

Danville,  Va.,  city  of _  81,790 

Delmarva  Power  A  Light  Co _ _  172, 470 

Elizabethtown  Gas  Co _  236,410 

Fort  HU1  Natural  Gas  Authority..  36, 480 

Frederick  Gas  Co.,  Inc -  14, 160 

Greenwood,  S.C.,  city  of _  27, 116 

Laurens,  S.C.,  city  of _ -  24, 680 


1  Thousand  cubic  feet  at  14.7  lb./ln’a. 


Storage 

Customer  volume 

Lexington,  N.C„  city  of _  28,  015 

Long  Island  Lighting  Co -  469, 135 

Monroe,  Ga,  city  of -  14,760 

North  Carolina  Gas  Service,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Pennsylvania  St  Southern 

Gas  Co -  32,685 

North  Carolina  Natural  Gas  Corp.  432, 080 

Philadelphia  Electric  Co _  469, 135 

Philadelphia  Gas  Works _  502, 346 

Piedmont  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Inc _ _  645, 820 

Public  Service  Co.  of  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Inc _  476,  616 

Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas 

Co -  1,  296, 105 

Shelby,  N.C.,  city  of _  36,530 

South  Jersey  Gas  Co _  391, 185 

Sugar  Hill,  Ga.,  city  of _  8, 165 

Tri-County  Natural  Gas  Co _  8,  360 

UGI  Corp _ _  15. 440 

Union  Gas  Co _  61,530 

United  Cities  Gas  Co,  Georgia 

Division  _  25, 455 

United  Cities  Gas  Oo.,  North  and 

South  Carolina  Division _  31, 180 

Virginia  Pipe  Line  Co _  37,810 

Washington  Gas  Light  Co _  173,070 


Total  . .  8,000,000 


Transco  proposes  to  charge  said  cus¬ 
tomers  26.28  cents  per  Mcf  of  stored 
natural  gas. 

In  the  Joint  application  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP74-276,  Transco  and  Texas  East¬ 
ern  propose  an  exchange  of  natural  gas, 
pursuant  to  a  letter  agreement  between 
them,  dated  April  8, 1974,  which  provides 
that  Transco  will  deliver  to  Transco- 
Texas  Eastern  Joint  customers  for  the 
account  of  Texas  Eastern,  or  to  other 
presently  authorized  points  of  exchange 
with  Texas  Eastern  in  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  Jersey-New  York  area,  up  to  50,000 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day,  which  is  to 
be  the  equivalent  of  those  volumes  to  be 
delivered  by  Texas  Eastern  under  the 
storage  arrangement  proposed  in  Docket 
No.  CP74-274  between  Transco  and 
Texas  Gas.  No  construction  or  charge  is 
involved  in  the  instant  proposal.  The 
exchanges  of  natural  gas  proposed  in 
Docket  No.  CP74-276  began  on  April  15, 
1974,  within  the  contemplation  of  Sec¬ 
tion  157.22  of  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.22). 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  June  3, 
1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
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Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  hearings  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
these  applications  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  grants  of 
the  certificates  are  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  formal  hearings  are  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearings 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearings. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11334  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


[Dockets  Nos.  RP72-23,  et  al.  and  RP73-35] 

TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Prehearing  Conference  Date 

May  10,  1974. 

On  April  5,  1974,  an  Order  was  issued 
clarifying  and  denying  reconsideration 
of  prior  Order,  granting  intervention  and 
changing  the  procedural  dates  fixed  by 
Order  issued  January  31,  1974  in  the 
above-designated  matter.  The  above 
order  changed  the  date  of  the  hearing 
but  not  the  date  of  the  prehearing  con¬ 
ference. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  prehearing  conference 
shall  be  held  on  July  23,  1974  at  10  a.m. 
e.d.t.  The  hearing  will  commence  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  prehearing  conference. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11337  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

FIRST  KENTUCKY  NATIONAL  CORP. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  Kentucky  National  Corporation, 
Louisville,  Kentucky,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  through  acquisition  of 
100  percent  of  the  voting  shares  (ex¬ 
cluding  directors’  qualifying  shares)  of 
First  National  Bank  of  Louisville,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Kentucky  and  First  Kentucky 
Trust  Company,  Louisville,  Kentucky.  In 
a  related  application,  First  National 
Bank  Trustees,  Louisville,  Kentucky,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to 
acquire  100  percent  of  the  voting  shares 
of  First  Kentucky  National  Corporation, 
Louisville,  Kentucky.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  these  appli¬ 
cations  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ) . 

These  applications  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 


Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be  received  not 
later  than  June  6,  1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  May  9,  1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-11362  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


FIRST  NATIONAL  HOLDING  CORP. 

Proposed  Acquisition  of  Merit  Finance 
Corp. 

First  National  Holding  Corp.,  Atlanta, 
Georgia,  has  applied,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation 
Y,  for  permission  to  acquire  through  its 
wholly -owned  subsidiary  Dixie  Finance 
Co.,  Inc.,  voting  shares  of  Merit  Finance 
Corporation,  Mobile,  Alabama  and  its 
wholly-owned  subsidiary  and  affiliated 
companies.  Applicant’s  original  applica¬ 
tion  was  denied  by  the  Board  by  order 
dated  April  18,  1974,  for  reasons  ex¬ 
pressed  in  that  order  (39  FR  14770,  April 
26,  1974).  Notice  of  the  present  applica¬ 
tion  was  published  on  April  26,  1974,  in 
the  Eastern,  Midwest,  and  Southwestern 
editions  of  The  Wall  Street  Journal. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  the  activities 
of  making,  acquiring  or  servicing  loans 
or  other  extensions  of  credit  for  per¬ 
sonal,  family,  or  household  purposes,  and 
acting  as  insurance  agent  or  broker  in 
selling  insurance  to  borrowers  from  such 
finance  subsidiaries  to  include  credit  life 
insurance,  credit  accident  and  health 
insurance,  and  property  damage  insur¬ 
ance  for  collateral  supporting  loans  made 
by  such  finance  subsidiaries.  Such  ac¬ 
tivities  have  been  specified  by  the  Board 
in  $  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  permis¬ 
sible  for  bank  holding  companies,  sub¬ 
ject  to  Board  approval  of  individual  pro¬ 
posals  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit  at 
the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  why  this  matter  should  not  be  re¬ 
solved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 


ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
June  6, 1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  May  9, 1974. 

[sealI  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 
[FR  Doc.74-11360  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


FIRST  UNITED  BANCORPORATION,  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

First  United  Bancorporation,  Inc.,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  (less  directors’  qualify¬ 
ing  shares)  of  the  successor  by  merger 
to  Farmers  First  National  Bank  of  Ste- 
phenville,  Stephenville,  Texas.  The  fac¬ 
tors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ) . 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received  not  later 
than  June  6, 1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  May  9, 1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-11361  Filed  6-16-74:8:45  am] 


INDUSTRIAL  NATIONAL  CORP. 

Proposed  Acquisition  of  Assets  of 

J.  R.  Gentry,  dba  Security  Loan  Co. 

Industrial  National  Corporation,  Prov¬ 
idence,  Rhode  Island,  has  applied,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c) 
(8) )  and  §  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y,  for  permission  to  acquire 
through  its  subsidiary  Southern  Discount 
Company,  Atlanta,  Georgia,  all  the  assets 
of  J.  R.  Gentry,  dba  Security  Loan  Co., 
Bartow,  Florida.  Notice  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  was  published  on  March  1,  1974,  in 
The  Ledger,  a  newspaper  circulated  in 
Bartow,  Florida. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  the  activities 
of  consumer  finance,  including  direct 
consumer  loans  and  purchases  of  con¬ 
sumer  installment  sales  contracts,  sec¬ 
ond  mortgage  real  estate  loans,  insur¬ 
ance  underwriting  of  credit  life  and 
credit  accident  and  health  insurance  and 
insurance  brokerage  in  connection  with 
selling  to  consumer  finance  borrowers 
credit  life  insurance,  credit  accident  and 
health  insurance,  and  property  damage 
insurance  for  collateral  securing  loans 
made  to  borrowers.  Such  activities  have 
been  specified  by  the  Board  in  9  225.4(a) 
of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies,  subject  to  Board 
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approval  of  Individual  proposals  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
5  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  ti^elr 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit  at 
the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  this  matter  should  not  be 
resolved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
June  6, 1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  May  9, 1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-11358  Filed  5-16-74; 8:45  am] 


INDUSTRIAL  NATIONAL  CORP. 

Proposed  Acquisition  of  Assets  of  Mount 

Airy,  North  Carolina  Branch  Office  of 

TranSouth  Financial  Corp. 

Industrial  National  Corporation,  Prov¬ 
idence,  Rhode  Island,  has  applied,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  UB.C.  1843(c) 
(8) )  and  S  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y,  for  permission  to  acquire 
through  its  subsidiary  Southern  Discount 
Company,  Atlanta,  Georgia,  all  the  as¬ 
sets  of  the  Mount  Airy,  North  Carolina 
branch  office  of  TranSouth  Financial 
Corporation,  Florence,  South  Carolina, 
formerly  Stephenson  Finance  Company, 
and  TranSouth  Mortgage  Corporation, 
Florence,  South  Carolina,  formerly  Su¬ 
perior  Mortgage  Company.  Notice  of  the 
application  was  published  on  March  1, 
1974,  in  The  Mount  Airy  News,  a  news¬ 
paper  circulated  in  Mount  Airy,  North 
Carolina. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  sub¬ 
sidiary  would  engage  in  the  activities  of 
consumer  finance,  including  direct  con¬ 
sumer  loans  and  purchases  of  consumer 
Installment  sales  contracts,  second  mort¬ 
gage  real  estate  loans,  floor  plan  loans, 
insurance  underwriting  of  credit  life  and 
credit  accident  and  health  insurance 
and  insurance  brokerage  in  connection 
with  selling  to  consumer  finance  borrow¬ 
ers  credit  life  Insurance,  credit  accident 
and  health  insurance,  and  property  dam¬ 
age  Insurance  for  collateral  securing 
loans  made  to  borrowers.  Such  activities 
have  been  specified  by  the  Board  In 


5  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible 
for  bank  holding  companies,  subject  to 
Board  approval  of  individual  proposals 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
5  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  Undue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit  at 
the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  why  this  matter  should  not  be  re¬ 
solved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
June  6, 1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  May  9, 1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-11857  Filed  5-18-74; 8: 45  am] 


LANDMARK  BANKING  CORPORATION  OF 
FLORIDA 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Landmark  Banking  Corporation  of 
Florida,  Fort  Lauderdale,  Florida,  a  bank 
holding  company  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Act  (12  UB.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Central 
Bank  of  Palm  Beach  County,  West  Palm 
Beach,  Florida  (“Central”),  and  80  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Northwood  Bank  of  West  Palm  Beach, 
West  Palm  Beach,  Florida  ("North- 
wood”). 

Notice  of  the  applications  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired,  and  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  of  Atlanta  has  considered  the 
applications  and  comments  received  In 
light  of  the  factors  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Applicant,  the  eighth  largest  banking 
organization  in  Florida,  controls  fourteen 
banks  with  aggregate  deposits  of  $616 
million  or  2.98  percent  of  deposits  in  all 
commercial  banks  of  the  state.  (All  bank¬ 
ing  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1973,  unless 
otherwise  indicated,  and  reflect  acquisi¬ 
tions  and  formations  approved  through 
April  1, 1974.)  Acquisition  of  Central  and 


Northwood  would  increase  Applicant’s 
share  of  Florida  commercial  bank  de¬ 
posits  by  less  than  one  percent  and  would 
not  change  Applicant’s  rank  in  size.  No 
undue  concentration  of  banking  re¬ 
sources  in  Florida  would  result. 

The  revelant  market  area  is  the  north¬ 
ern  two  thirds  of  Palm  Beach  County, 
with  the  exception  of  the  cities  adjacent 
to  Lake  Okeechobee.  Seventeen  banking 
organizations  have  total  deposits  of 
$1,083  million  in  this  market.  Central 
holds  $35  million  in  deposits  or  3.2  per¬ 
cent  of  commercial  bank  deposits  in  the 
market  area;  Northwood  opened  August 
1,  1973,  and  had  deposits  of  $3.7  million 
on  December  31,  1973,  a  much  smaller 
share  of  market  deposits.  These  acquisi¬ 
tions  would  be  Applicant’s  Initial  entry 
into  the  market.  It  is  unlikely  that  Appli¬ 
cant  would  enter  the  market  de  novo  as 
population  per  bank,  population  per  bank 
office,  and  personal  Income  per  bank 
office  is  below  the  estate  average.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  closest  subsidiary  bank  is  located 
in  Fort  Lauderdale,  45  miles  from  Cen¬ 
tral  and  38  miles  from  Northwood.  There 
is  no  significant  present  competition  be¬ 
tween  either  Northwood  or  Central  and 
the  Applicant’s  closest  subsidiary  bank; 
future  competition  appears  unlikely  due 
to  the  distance  involved  and  Florida’6 
restrictions  on  branching.  Central  and 
Northwood  do  not  compete  now  because 
they  are  affiliated  through  common  own¬ 
ership,  common  management,  and  seven 
interlocking  directors,  a  majority  on 
either  board;  the  affiliation  does  not  ap¬ 
pear  likely  to  be  dissolved  in  the  future. 
Thus,  the  acquisitions  would  have  no 
significant  anti-competitive  effects. 

The  financial  condition  and  manage¬ 
rial  resources  of  Applicant,  its  subsidiary 
banks,  and  Central  and  Northwood  are 
considered  to  be  generally  satisfactory; 
Applicant  recently  committed  itself  to 
Increase  equity  capital  in  one  of  its  sub¬ 
sidiary  banks. 

There  is  no  evidence  that  the  banking 
needs  of  the  community  are  not  being 
served;  however.  Applicant  plans  to  add 
drive-in  tellers  at  Central  and  to  con¬ 
struct  a  permanent  bank  building  for 
Northwood.  Therefore,  considerations  re¬ 
lating  to  convenience  and  needs  of  the 
community  to  be  served  are  consistent 
with  approval.  It  is  this  Federal  Reserve 
Bank’s  judgment  that  consummation  of 
the  proposed  acquisitions  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  and  that  the  application 
should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cations  are  approved  for  the  reasons 
summarized  above.  The  transactions 
shall  not  be  consummated  (a)  before  the 
thirtieth  calendar  day  following  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  Order  or  (b)  later 
than  three  months  after  that  date,  un¬ 
less  the  period  described  in  (b)  is  ex¬ 
tended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board,  or 
by  this  Federal  Reserve  Bank  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Atlanta  acting  under  delegated  au¬ 
thority  for  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
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the  Federal  Reserve  System,  effective 
May  6, 1974. 

[seal]  Arthur  H.  Kantner, 

Senior  Vice  President. 

|  FR  Doc.74-11356  Filed  5-16-74; 8: 45  am] 


PANNATIONAL  GROUP,  INC. 

Proposed  Acquisition  of  Southwest  General 
Agency,  Inc. 

PanNational  Group,  Inc.,  El  Paso, 
Texas,  has  applied,  pursuant  to  section 
4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and  5  225.4 
(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y,  for 
permission  to  acquire  voting  shares  of 
Southwest  General  Agency,  Inc.,  El 
Paso,  Texas.  Notice  of  the  application 
was  published  on: 


Date  Newspaper  City  and 

State 


Apr.  12, 1974  Dallas  Morning  News . Dallas,  Tex. 

Apr.  15, 1974  Amertcan-Statesman . Austin,  Tex. 

Apr.  16, 1974  El  Paso  Times.. .  El  Paso, 

Tex. 


Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  the  activity 
of  acting  as  insurance  agent  with  re¬ 
spect  to  insurance  for  the  holding  com¬ 
pany  and  its  subsidiaries.  Such  activi¬ 
ties  have  been  specified  by  the  Board 
in  S  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  per¬ 
missible  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  of  §  225.4(b) . 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit 
at  the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  this  matter  should  not  be 
resolved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
June  6, 1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  May  9, 1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74-11359  Filed  5-16-74:8:46  am] 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

GOVERNMENT  PROCUREMENT 
PRACTICES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration,  Federal 
Supply  Service,  in  cooperation  with  the 
Experimental  Technology  Incentives 
Program  of  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards,  will  hold  a  joint  symposium 
on  Government  procurement  practices. 

The  purpose  of  the  symposium  is  to  ex¬ 
plore  avenues  whereby  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment,  through  its  procurement  prac¬ 
tices,  may  provide  incentives  to  industry 
to  accelerate  introduction  of  improved 
products.  Specifically,  it  will  seek  to  open 
a  Government-industry  dialogue  on  ways 
to  encourage  technological  innovation  in 
the  development  of  commercial  products 
purchased  by  the  Federal  Government, 
and  to  explore  methods  of  developing  a 
“spinoff”  effect  so  that  the  consumer 
marketplace  can  benefit  from  such  inno¬ 
vations. 

The  symposium  will  be  held  on  May 
30-31,  1974,  commencing  with  registra¬ 
tion  at  8:15  a.m.  on  the  30th  at  the  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards,  Gaithers¬ 
burg,  Maryland. 

Anyone  who  wishes  to  attend  or  de¬ 
sires  further  information  should  contact 
the  General  Services  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C.  20406,  Attention:  Mrs. 
Sandy  Cram  (F),  Telephone  703/557- 
8597,  or  Mr.  Charles  Travis  (FMC) ,  Tele¬ 
phone  703/557-7500.  Mr.  Richard  Penn, 
Experimental  Technology  Incentives 
Program,  National  Bureau  of  Standards, 
Washington,  D.C.  20234,  Telephone  301/ 
921-3185  will  also  provide  information  if 
desired. 

Dated:  May  13, 1974. 

M.  J  .Timbers, 
Commissioner , 
Federal  Supply  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-11394  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


JOINT  FEDERAL,  STATE,  AND  LOCAL  GOV¬ 
ERNMENT  ADVISORY  PANEL  ON  PRO¬ 
CUREMENT  AND  SUPPLY 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  October  6, 
1972,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  May 
22-23,  1974,  meeting  of  the  Joint  Fed¬ 
eral,  State,  and  Local  Government  Ad¬ 
visory  Panel  on  Procurement  and  Supply. 
The  meeting  will  convene  at  9  a.m.  each 
day  in  Room  1129,  Crystal  Mall  Building 
4,  1941  Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arling¬ 
ton,  Virginia. 

The  Panel  provides  a  forum  for  discus¬ 
sion  between  all  levels  of  government  on 
problems  and  policies  pertaining  to  pro¬ 
curement  and  supply  to  the  end  that  re¬ 
sources,  experience  and  expertise  may  be 
fully  utilized. 

The  agenda  will  Include  discussions 


on:  (1)  Federal  Supply  Service  and  Pub¬ 
lic  Buildings  Service  Energy  Conserva¬ 
tion  Programs,  (2)  Surplus  Property, 
(3)  Common  Services,  (4)  Materials 
Shortage,  (5)  Cost  Inflation  and  Price 
Escalation,  (6)  Experimental  Technology 
Incentives  Program  as  it  relates  to  Pro¬ 
curement  and  (7)  GSA  Tire  Test  Pro¬ 
gram  and  Qualified  Products  Lists. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public 
(within  the  limitations  of  conference 
room  facilities).  Anyone  who  wishes  to 
attend  or  desires  further  information 
should  contact  Mr.  Dale  Mclnroy,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Interagency  Support  (telephone 
703, 557-2028) . 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  9, 
1974. 

M.  J.  Timbers, 
Commissioner, 
Federal  Supply  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  74-11391  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 

(Federal  Property  Management  Regs.; 
Temporary  Reg.  D-46] 

SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
perform  all  functions  in  connection  with 
the  leasing  of  the  Walter  Reed  Inn  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  ef¬ 
fective  immediately. 

3.  Expiration  date.  This  delegation 
shall  expire  15  years  from  the  effective 
date  of  the  lease  of  the  Walter  Reed  Inn 
or  upon  termination  of  the  lease,  which¬ 
ever  is  earlier. 

4.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949  (63  Stat.  377),  as  amended,  au¬ 
thority  is  hereby  delegated  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  to  perform  all  functions 
in  connection  with  the  leasing  of  the 
Walter  Reed  Inn,  6825  Georgia  Avenue, 
NW„  Washington,  D.C.,  to  be  utilized  for 
troop  housing  and  transient  officer 
quarters. 

b.  This  delegation  shall  extend  to 
leasing  space  under  authority  contained 
in  section  210(h)(1)  of  the  above-cited 
Act  for  a  term  of  10  years  and  with  one 
5-year  renewal  option. 

c.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may  re¬ 
delegate  this  authority  to  any  officer,  of¬ 
ficial,  or  employee  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  (40  U.S.C.  486(d) ). 

d.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  limitations  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  above  cited  act,  section 
322  of  the  Act  of  June  30,  1932  (40  U.S.C. 
278a) ,  as  amended,  other  applicable 
statutes  and  regulations,  and  the  policies, 
procedures,  and  controls  prescribed  by 
the  General  Services  Administration. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

Mat  13, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11392  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 
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[Federal  Property  Management  Regs.;  Tem¬ 
porary  Reg.  F-220] 

SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
represent  the  consumer  Interests  of  the 
executive  agencies  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  In  an  electric  rate  proceeding. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is 
effective  immediately. 

3.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as  amended, 
particularly  sections  201(a)(4)  and  205 
(d)  (40  U.S.C.  481(a)(4)  and  486(d)), 
authority  is  delegated  to  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  to  represent  the  interests  of 
the  executive  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government  before  the  New  Jersey 
Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners 
in  a  proceeding  (Docket  No.  743-184)  in¬ 
volving  the  application  of  the  Jersey 
Central  Power  and  Light  Company  for 
an  increase  in  electric  rates. 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may  re¬ 
delegate  this  authority  to  any  officer,  offi¬ 
cial,  or  employee  of  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  policies,  procedures, 
and  controls  prescribed  by  the  General 
Services  Administration,  and,  further, 
shall  be  exercised  in  cooperation  with 
the  responsible  officers,  officials,  and  em¬ 
ployees  thereof. 

Dwight  A.  Ink, 

Acting  Administrator 
of  General  Services. 

May  10, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-11393  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  8A-443] 

AIR  EAST  INC. 

Cancellation  of  Hearing 

In  the  Matter  of  Investigation  of  Acci¬ 
dent  Involving  an  Air  East,  Inc.,  Beech- 
craft  99A  of  United  States  Registry 
N125AE,  at  Johnstown,  Pennsylvania, 
January  6, 1974. 

The  public  hearing  ordered  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Transportation  Safety  Board  in 
connection  with  the  above  matter  is 
hereby  cancelled.  The  deposition  of  nec¬ 
essary  witnesses  will  be  taken  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  determined  by  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Officer. 

Dated  this  13th  day  of  May  1974. 

For  the  Board. 

[seal]  John  H.  Reed, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.74-11396  Filed  6-16-74;8:45  am] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  Intended  for  use  In 


NOTICES 

collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  May  14,  1974  (44  U.S.C. 
3509) .  The  purpose  of  publishing  this  list 
in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform  the 
public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an  in¬ 
dication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

The  symbol  (x)  identifies  proposals 
which  appear  to  raise  no  significant 
issues,  and  are  to  be  approved  after  brief 
notice  through  this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  Daily  List  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395—4529) . 

New  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 

WELFARE 

Office  of  Education,  A- 102  Financial  Status 
and  Performance  Reports  for  Discretionary 
Grants:  Adult,  Vocational  and  Education 
Professions  Development  Programs,  Form 
OE  360,  Annual,  Lowry,  State /Local  educa¬ 
tion  agencies. 

Creative  School  Media  Program,  Form  OE 
359,  Single  time,  PI  an  chon,  State  super¬ 
visors,  local  media  specialists. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Economic  Research  Service,  Potentials  for  In¬ 
creasing  Return  Haul  Opportunities  lor 
Truckers  Carrying  Agricultural  Commodi¬ 
ties,  Form.  Single  time,  Foster,  Shippers, 
truckers,  and  truck  brokers  of  agricultural 
commodities. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 

WELFARE 

Office  of  Education,  Institutional  Application 
to  Participate  In  Federal  Student  Financial 
Aid  Programs,  Form  OK  1036,  Annual, 
Lowry,  Colleges,  schools,  universities 
throughout  U.S. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 

WELFARE 

Office  of  Education,  Report  on  Upward 
Bound  High  School  Senior  College  Applica¬ 
tions  and  Test  Seims,  Form  OX  1214,  Oc¬ 
casional,  Evlnger,  Upward  Bound  Project 
directors. 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Survey  of  Earned  Doctorates  Awarded  In  the 

United  States,  Form _ _  Annual,  Plan- 

chon,  All  new  PH.D.’s. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.74-11467  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[License  No.  06/05-0096] 

HEIZER  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Issuance  of  Investment  Company  License 

On  November  29,  1973,  a  notice  was 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  (38 
FR  32984)  stating  that  an  application 


had  been  filed  by  Heizer  Capital  Cor¬ 
poration,  20  North  Wacker  Drive,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  60606,  with  the  Small 
Business  Administration  (SBA)  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  107.102  of  the  Regula¬ 
tions  governing  small  business  invest¬ 
ment  companies  (13  CFR  107.102(1974) ) 
for  a  license  as  a  small  business  invest¬ 
ment  company. 

Interested  parties  were  given  until 
close  of  business  December  14,  1973,  to 
submit  their  comments  to  SBA.  No  com¬ 
ments  were  received. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  301(c)  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
after  having  considered  the  application 
and  all  other  pertinent  Information,  SBA 
issued  License  No.  05/05-0096  to  Heizer 
Capital  Corporation,  to  operate  as  a 
small  business  investment  company. 

Dated:  May  9,  1974. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

I  FR  Doc .74-1 1407  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


[License  No.  10/12-4003] 

OREGON  SMALL  BUSINESS  INVESTMENT 
CO. 

Surrender  of  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Oregon 
Small  Business  Investment  Company, 
661  High  Street,  NE.,  Salem,  Oregon 
97301,  has  surrendered  Its  License  No. 
10/12-0003,  issued  by  the  Small  Business 
Administration  (SBA)  on  April  6,  1961. 

Oregon  Small  Business  Investment 
Company  has  complied  with  all  condi¬ 
tions  set  forth  by  SBA  for  surrender  of 
its  license.  Therefore,  under  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  by  the  Small  Business  in¬ 
vestment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  and 
pursuant  to  the  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder,  the  surrender  of  the  li¬ 
cense  of  Oregon  Small  Business  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Is  hereby  accepted  and  It 
is  no  longer  licensed  to  operate  as  a  small 
business  Investment  company. 

Dated;  May  9, 1974. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.74-11406  Filed  6-16-74; 8: 46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 

HOURS  OF  WORK  FOR  FIREMEN  AND 
POLICEMEN 

Notice  of  Hearing 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938,  (29  UJB.C. 
201  et.  seq.) ,  us  amended,  notice  Is  hereby 
given  of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held  on 
June  3,  1974,  In  Conference  Room  102, 
UJ3.  Department  of  Labor,  14th  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Ave.,  NW,  Washington.  D.C. 
20210,  beginning  Monday,  June  3,  1974, 
at  10  am.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting 
is  to  obtain  evidence  and  receive  sug¬ 
gestions  and  proposals  regarding  regula¬ 
tions  to  be  adopted  by  the  Secretary  to 
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Implement  the  new  and  unique  overtime 
provisions  adopted  by  the  Congress  for 
policemen  and  firemen  under  section 
7(k)  of  the  1974  Amendments. 

Until  regulations  are  Issued  in  final 
form,  in  determining  hours  worked  for 
purposes  of  the  minimum  wage  provis¬ 
ions  of  the  Act  for  firemen  and  police¬ 
men,  the  Wage  and  Hour  Division  will 
proceed  as  follows  until  further  notice: 

1.  For  firemen  and  policemen  who  are 
required  to  be  on  duty  for  24  hours  or 
less  the  Department  will  use  the  rule  as 
set  forth  in  29  CFR  785.21  (this  is  the 
rule  which  applied  in  ordinary  situations 
to  duty  time  of  less  than  24  hours) .  Thus 
for  firemen  with  tours  of  duty  of  24  hours 
or  less  no  time  may  be  deducted  for  meals 
or  sleeping. 

2.  Where  firemen  or  policemen  are  re¬ 
quired  to  be  on  duty  for  more  than  24 
hours  we  will  look  at  such  situations  on 
an  individual  basis  to  see  what  rule 
should  be  applied.  Where  specific  fact 
situations  of  this  sort  are  encountered 
they  should  be  submitted  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  Wage  and  Hour  Division,  Room 
5146,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20210,  for  guidance. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
It  is  suggested  that  interested  parties 
desiring  to  submit  data  or  comments 
notify  the  Administrator  in  advance  in 
writing  and  furnish  the  following  in¬ 
formation: 

1.  The  name,  address  and  telephone 
number  of  the  person  appearing. 

2.  If  he  is  appearing  in  a  representa¬ 
tive  capacity,  the  names,  and  addresses 
of  the  persons  or  organizations  which 
he  is  representing. 

3.  The  length  of  time  required  for  his 
presentation. 

If  written  data  or  comments  are  to  be 
furnished,  they  should  be  furnished  in 
triplicate. 

In  an  endeavor  to  hear  all  interested 
persons  those  persons  who  have  not  noti¬ 
fied  the  Administrator  that  they  wished 
to  be  heard,  will  be  heard  following  those 
who  have  so  notified  the  Administrator 
but  may  be  limited  to  10  minutes  for  their 
presentation. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  May  1974. 

Frederick  J.  Glasgow, 
Acting  Administrator,  Wage 
and  Hour  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor. 

(FR  Doc.74-11415  Filed  6-16-74; 8: 45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  510] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

May  14, 1974. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include  cases 
previously  assigned  hearing  dates.  The 
hearings  will  be  on  the  Issues  as  presently 
reflected  in  the  Official  Docket  of  the 


Commission.  An  attempt  will  be  made  to 
publish  notices  of  cancellation  of  hear¬ 
ings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but  inter¬ 
ested  parties  should  take  appropriate 
steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified  of 
cancellation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  interested.  No 
amendments  will  be  entertained  after  the 
date  of  this  publication. 

MC-51146  Sub  320,  Schneider  Transport,  Inc., 
now  assigned  June  7,  1974,  will  be  held  In 
Room  1086 A,  Everett  McKinley  Dlrksen 
Bldg.,  219  South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago, 

m. 

MC- 123407  Sub  146,  Sawyer  Transport,  Inc., 
now  assigned  June  5,  1974,  will  be  held  In 
Room  1086A,  Everett  McKinley  Dlrksen 
Bldg.,  219  South  Dearborn  St.,  Chicago,  Ill. 
MC-92633  Sub  22,  Zirbel  Transport,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  June  24,  1974,  at  Portland,  Ore¬ 
gon,  will  be  held  In  Room  103,  Pioneer 
Courthouse,  555  SW.  Yamhill  St.,  Portland, 
Oregon. 

MC-32779  Sub  9,  Silver  Eagle  Company,  now 
assigned  hearing  June  17, 1974,  will  be  held 
in  Room  103,  Pioneer  Courthouse,  555  SW. 
Yamhill  St.,  Portland,  Oregon. 

MC-134903  Sub  1,  Kentucky  Motor  Freight, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  June  3,  1974,  at  Lexing¬ 
ton,  Ky.,  is  cancelled  and  reassigned  June 
3,  1974,  on  the  4th  Floor,  State  Office  Bldg., 
Frankfort,  Ky. 

MC-1668  Sub  5,  Riteway  Express,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  June  17,  1974,  at  New  York,  N.Y., 
will  be  held  in  Room  F-2220,  26  Federal 
Plaza. 

MC-1872  Sub  81,  Ashworth  Transfer,  Inc., 
MC  83539  Sub  379,  C  &  H  Transportation 
Co.,  Inc.,  and  MC  125433  Sub  41,  F-B  Truck 
Line  Company,  now  assigned  June  17, 1974, 
at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  is  postponed  to 
July  15,  1974  (2  weeks),  in  Room  13025, 
450  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Francisco, 
Calif. 

MC— 127642  Sub  2,  Andrew  T.  Jones,  dba  An¬ 
drew  T.  Jones  Bus  Service,  now  assigned 
June  11,  1974,  will  be  held  in  the  Grand 
Jury  Room  421,  4th  Floor,  Post  Office  & 
Courthouse.  Granby  St.,  Norfolk,  Va. 

I&S  M  27277,  Classification  of  Plastic  Sy¬ 
ringes,  Nationwide,  now  being  assigned 
hearing  June  25,  1974,  at  the  Offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

I&S  8938,  Waterborne  Shipments,  North  At¬ 
lantic  Ports,  now  being  assigned  hearing 
June  24,  1974,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C. 

MC  139186,  Morgillo’s  Motor  Livery  Service, 
Inc.,  Dba  Morgillo’s  Livery  Service,  now 
assigned  June  24,  1974,  at  Hartford,  Conn., 
will  be  held  in  Center  Court  Room,  Federal 
Building,  450  Main  Street. 

MC  109649  Sub  18,  L.  P.  Transportation,  Inc., 
now  assigned  June  26,  1974,  at  New  York, 
N.Y.,  will  be  held  in  Room  206  Tax  Court, 
26  Federal  Plaza. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11421  Filed  5-16-74:8:45  am] 


[Ex  Parte  No.  241;  Rule  19,  16th  Rev. 
Exemption  43-A] 

ATCHISON,  TOPEKA,  AND  SANTA  FE 
RAILWAY  CO.  ET  AL 

Exemption  Under  Mandatory  Car  Service 
Rules 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Six¬ 
teenth  Revised  Exemption  No.  43  (The 
Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway 
Company,  Burlington  Northern  Inc.,  Chi¬ 


cago  and  North  Western  Transportation 
Company,  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul 
and  Pacific  Railroad  Company,  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany,  Illinois  Central  Gulf  Railroad 
Company,  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  Norfolk  and  Western  Railway 
Company,  St.  Louis- San  Francisco  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  Soo  Line  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  and  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany)  and  good  cause  appearing  there¬ 
for:  __ 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

Sixteenth  Revised  Exemption  No.  43 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  vacated  and  set  aside. 

Effective  May  6, 1974. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  6, 
1974. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.74-11420  Filed  5-16-74;8:45  am] 


[Notice  82] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132) ,  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 

1972,  contains  a  statement  by  appli¬ 
cants  that  there  will  be  no  significant  ef¬ 
fect  on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  resulting  from  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication.  As  provided  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Special  Rules  of  Practice  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may  file  a  petition  seek¬ 
ing  reconsideration  of  the  following 
numbered  proceedings  on  or  before  June 
6,  1974.  Pursuant  to  section  17(8)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of 
such  a  petition  will  postpone  the  effective 
date  of  the  order  in  that  proceeding 
pending  its  disposition.  The  matters  re¬ 
lied  upon  by  petitioners  must  be  speci¬ 
fied  in  their  petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-75127.  By  order  of  May  9, 
1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Ausley  Motor  Freight, 
Inc.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  of  the  Cer¬ 
tificates  of  Registration  in  Nos.  MC- 
121570  (Sub-No.  1),MC-121570  (Sub-No. 
2) ,  MC-121570  (Sub-No.  4) ,  MC-121570 
(Sub-No.  5)  issued  July  19,  1965,  Febru¬ 
ary  16,  1970,  July  12,  1972,  and  July  23, 

1973,  respectively,  to  Maurice  Smith  Aus¬ 
ley,  II,  doing  business  as  Ausley  Motor 
Freight,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  evidenc¬ 
ing  the  right  to  engage  in  transportation 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  cor¬ 
responding  in  scope  to  certain  grants  of 
intrastate  authority  by  the  Oklahoma 
Corporation  Commission  permitting  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities 
between,  and  from  and  to,  numerous 
points  in  Oklahoma.  G.  Timothy  Arm¬ 
strong,  3535  NW.  58th  Street,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73112,  attorney  for  applicants. 
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No.  MC-FC-75128.  By  order  of  May  13. 
1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  William  L.  Gunderson, 
doing  business  as  Towne  Garage,  474  E. 
West  Hoad,  Tulelake,  Calif.  96134,  of 
the  operating  rights  In  Certificate  No. 
MC-123629  Issued  May  1,  1969  to  Irving 
H.  Towne,  doing  business  as  Towne ’s 
Garage,  474  E.  West  Road,  Tulelake, 
Calif.  96134,  authorizing  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  wrecked  or  disabled  automo¬ 
biles  between  points  in  Deschutes,  Doug¬ 
las,  Jackson,  Josephine,  Klamath,  and 
Lake  Counties,  Oreg.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Modoc  and 
Siskiyou  Counties,  Calif. 

No.  MC-FC-75 141.  By  order  entered 
May  13,  1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Bondy  Cartage 
limited,  Windsor,  Ontario,  Canada,  of 
the  operating  rights  set  forth  in  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC-93236,  Issued  August  1, 1950, 
to  Morrice  Cartage,  Limited,  Windsor, 
Ontario,  Canada,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  general  commodities,  with 
the  usual  exceptions,  between  Detroit, 
Mich.,  and  points  and  places  in  Detroit, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the 
boundary  of  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada,  through  the  port  of  entry  at  De¬ 
troit.  John  W.  Bryant,  900  Guardian 
Building,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-75143.  By  order  of  May  13, 
1974,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Piedmont  Transportation 
Co.,  Inc.,  Revere,  Mass.,  of  Certificate  of 
Registration  No.  MC-57517  (Sub-No.  1) 
Issued  October  30,  1963  to  Abraham  Co¬ 
hen,  doing  business  as  Piedmont  Trans¬ 
portation  Co.,  Salem,  Mass.,  evidencing 
a  right  to  engage  in  transportation  in 
interstate  commerce  as  described  in 
Certificate  No.  4702  dated  August  22, 
1939,  Issued  by  the  Massachusetts  De¬ 
partment  of  Public  Utilities.  George  C. 
O’Brien,  15  Court  Square,  Boston, 
Mass.  02108,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-11422  Filed  5-16-74;  8: 45  am] 
[I.C.C.  Order  126,  Rev.  S  O.  994] 

PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION  CO. 
Rerouting  or  Diversion  of  Traffic 

In  the  opinion  of  R.  D.  Pfahler,  Agent, 
the  Penn  Central  Transportation  Com¬ 
pany,  George  P.  Baker,  Robert  W. 
Blanchette,  and  Richard  C.  Bond,  Trus¬ 
tees  (PC)  is  unable  to  transport  traffic 
over  its  Hudson  River  bridge  east  of 
Highland,  New  York,  because  of  fire 
damage. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

(a)  Rerouting  traffic.  The  PC  being 
unable  to  transport  traffic  over  its  Hud¬ 
son  River  bridge  located  east  of  High¬ 
land,  New  York,  because  of  fire  damage, 
the  following  routes  shall  be  used  for 
the  rerouting  of  traffic: 

(1)  Traffic  originating  or  terminating 
on  the  PC  at  stations  Campbell  Hall,  New 
York  to  Highland,  New  York,  inclusive, 
and  requiring  movement  over  the  Hud¬ 
son  River  bridge  of  the  PC  east  of  High¬ 
land,  New  York,  shall  be  rerouted  via 


Maybrook,  New  York,  thence  any  avail¬ 
able  route. 

(2)  Traffic  routed  for  Interchange  be¬ 
tween  the  PC  and  the  Erie  Lackawanna 
Railway  Company,  Thomas  F.  Patton 
and  Ralph  8.  Tyler,  Jr.,  Trustees  (EL), 
at  Maybrook,  New  York,  shall  be  Inter¬ 
changed  between  the  PC  and  the  EL  at 
either  Utica,  New  York,  or  Croxton 
(Marion)  New  Jersey,  as  mutually  agreed 
upon  by  these  carriers. 

(3)  Traffic  routed  for  Interchange  be¬ 
tween  the  PC  and  The  Lehigh  and  Hud¬ 
son  River  Railway  Company,  John  C. 
Troiano,  Trustee  (LHR)  at  Maybrook, 
New  York,  shall  be  interchanged  between 
the  PC  and  the  LHR  at  Phillipsburg,  New 
Jersey. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
be  obtained.  The  railroad  desiring  to  di¬ 
vert  or  reroute  traffic  under  section  (a) , 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  order  shall  receive 
the  concurrence  of  other  railroads  to 
which  such  traffic  is  to  be  diverted  or 
rerouted,  before  the  rerouting  or  diver¬ 
sion  is  ordered. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Each  car¬ 
rier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  car  Is  rerouted  or  di¬ 
verted  and  shall  furnish  to  such  shipper 
the  new  routing  provided  under  this 
order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  is  deemed  to  be  due  to 
carrier  disability,  the  rates  applicable  to 
traffic  diverted  or  rerouted  by  said  Agent 
shall  be  the  rates  which  were  applicable 
at  the  time  of  shipment  on  the  shipments 
as  originally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers 
involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  transpor¬ 
tation  applicable  to  said  traffic.  Divisions 
shall  be,  during  the  time  this  order  re¬ 
mains  in  force,  those  voluntarily  agreed 
upon  by  and  between  said  carriers;  or 
upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  divisions  shall  be  those  hereafter 
fixed  by  the  Commission  in  accordance 
with  pertinent  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  11:59  &.m.,  May  9, 1974. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  pun.,  June  15, 1974,  unless 
otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agreement 
under  the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and 
upon  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association;  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  9, 
1974. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.74-11419  Plied  5- 16-74; 8: 46  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
Mat  14, 1974. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution, 
minimizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserv¬ 
ing  fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  under 
the  Commission’s  Gateway  Elimination 
Rules  (49  CFR  1065(a)),  and  notice 
thereof  to  all  interested  persons  is  here¬ 
by  given  as  provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  *‘or”  before  May  28,  1974.  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative.  Protests  against  the  elim¬ 
ination  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate  to 
stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  If  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter -notices  by  number. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E21),  filed 
May  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  1417 
Clay  Street,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  liquid  chemicals,  and  acids,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  (except  Brea  and  points  within 
three  miles  thereof),  to  points  in  Wyo¬ 
ming.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Utah. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
May  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  1417 
Clay  Street,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Utah  tc  points 
in  Oregon.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Idaho. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E23),  filed  May 
2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  1417  Clay 
Street,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Applicant’s 
representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Portland,  Linnton,  Willbridge,  The 
Dalles,  and  Astoria,  Oreg.,  to  points  in 
Montana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Asotin 
County,  Wash. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E25) ,  filed  May 
2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  1417  Clay 
Street,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Applicant’s 
representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge  (same  as 
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above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  XIII 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  (ex¬ 
cept  petroleum  products  which  require 
special  equipment  for  the  application  of 
heat  or  to  facilitate  unloading) ,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Orange,  and  Ventura  Counties, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Colorado.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  and  points  in  Utah. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E26),  filed 
May,  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  1417 
Clay  Street,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Petroleum  products,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  (except  petroleum  products  which  re¬ 
quire  special  equipment  for  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  heat  or  to  facilitate  unloading) ,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Los 
Angeles,  Orange,  and  Ventura  Counties, 
Calif .,  to  points  in  Utah.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Las  Vegas,  Nev. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E27) ,  filed  May 
2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  1417  Clay 
Street,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Applicant’s 
representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge  (same  as 
abdve).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Portland,  Linnton,  Willbridge.  The 
Dalles,  and  Astoria,  Oreg.,  to  those  points 
in  Montana  west  of  U.S.  Highway  91.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Pasco,  Wash. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed  May 
2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  1417  Clay 
Street,  Oakland,  CA  94612.  Applicant’s 
representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  as  described  in 
Appendix  XIII  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Wyoming  to  points  in  Arizona. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Utah. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E29),  filed  May 
2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  1417  Clay 
Street,  Oakland,  Ca.  94612.  Applicant’s 
representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  as  described  in 
Appendix  Xm  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Sacramento,  Stockton,  and  Coalinga, 
Calif.,  points  within  30  miles  of  Coalinga, 


and  those  points  in  Alameda,  Contra 
Costa,  and  Solaro  Counties,  Calif.,  on  and 
south  of  California  Highway  12,  to  points 
in  Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Sparks,  Nev. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E30),  filed 
May  2,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  1417 
Clay  Street,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge 
(Same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  products,  as  described 
in  Appendix  XIII  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Coalinga,  Calif.,  and  points  within 
30  miles  of  Coalinga,  Calif.,  to  points  in 
Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Las  Vegas,  Nev. 

No.  MC-25798  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
April  18, 1974.  Applicant:  CLAY  HYDER 
TRUCKING  LINE  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1186, 
Aubumdale,  Fla.  33823.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Tony  G.  Russell,  P.O.  Box 
1186,  Aubumdale,  Fla.  33823.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  vegetables  (1) 
from  points  in  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Ohio,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin,  to 
points  in  Florida;  (2)  from  points  in 
Kentucky  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  and 
Kentucky  Highway  61,  thence  alonfr 
Kentucky  Highway  61  to  Elizabethtown, 
thence  north  along  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
its  intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  60, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  its 
Intersection  with  Kentucky  Highway 
79,  thence  north  on  Kentucky  Highway 
79  to  the  Kentucky-Indiana  State  line, 
to  points  in  Florida  east  and  southeast 
of  the  eastern  boundary  of  Jefferson 
County;  (3)  from  points  in  Illinois 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Illinols- 
Indiana  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  460  to  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  west  on  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  the  Ulinois-Missouri  State 
line  to  points  in  Florida  east  and  south¬ 
east  of  the  eastern  boundary  of  Jeffer¬ 
son  County ;  (4)  from  point  in  Posey, 
Vanderburg,  Warrick,  Spencer,  Perry, 
Dubois,  Gibson,  and  Pike  Counties,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Florida  east  and  southeast 
of  the  eastern  boundary  of  Jefferson 
County.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Henderson 
County,  N.C. 

No.  MC-25798  (Sub-No.  E19),  filed 
May  2,  1974.  Applicant:  CLAY  HYDER 
TRUCKING  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1186, 
Aubumdale,  Fla.,  33823.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Tony  G.  Russell,  P.O.  Box 
1186,  Aubumdale,  Fla.  33823.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  meat  and  frozen 
meat  products,  in  containers,  in  vehicles 
equipped  for  temperature  control,  from 
Coffeyville,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  Pennsylvania  on,  east. 


and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line  and 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  Pennsylvania  Highway  10, 
thence  north  on  Pennsylvania  Highway 
10  to  its  intersection  with  Interstate 
Highway  76,  thence  east  on  Interstate 
Highway  76  to  its  intersection  with  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  276,  thence  east  on  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  276  to  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  York  State  line,  and  points 
in  New  York  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  84.  Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Henderson¬ 
ville,  N.C. 

No.  MC-25798  (Sub-No.  E23),  filed 
May  2,  1974.  Applicant:  CLAY  HYDER 
TRUCKING  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1186, 
Aubumdale,  Fla.  33823.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Tony  G.  Russell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  frozen 
meats  and  frozen  meat  products,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  Fremont  and  Scottsbluff 
Nebr.,  Huron  and  Mitchell,  S.  Dak.,  to 
points  in  Virginia,  except  Page,  Rappa¬ 
hannock,  Prince  William,  Frederick, 
Clarke,  Loudoun,  Shenandoah,  Warren, 
Fauquier,  and  Fairfax  Counties,  Va.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Hendersonville,  N.C. 

No.  MC-25798  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
May  2,  1974.  Applicant:  CLAY  HYDER 
TRUCKING  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1186, 
Aubumdale,  Fla.  33823.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Tony  G.  Russell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
mushrooms,  from  Kennett  Square,  Pa., 
to  points  in  Florida,  Georgia,  and  South 
Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Crozet,  Va. 

No.  MC-30280  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
May  1,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
CAROLINA  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  Daniell,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  livestock,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  comodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading) ,  from  those 
points  in  Georgia  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Columbus,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  85  to  Woodbury,  thence 
along  Georgia  Highway  18  to  Zebulon, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  Griffen, 
thence  along  Georgia  Highway  155  to 
McDonough,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  81  to  Porterdale,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  12  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  129,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
129  to  Athens,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29  to  the  Georgia-South  Carolina 
State  line,  to  those  points  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina  on  and  northeast  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Georgia-South  Carolina  State 
line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  178  to 
Easley,  thence  along  South  Carolina 
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Highway  8  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  25, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25  to 
Laurens,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  76 
to  Clinton,  thence  along  South  Carolina 
Highway  72  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  26,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
26  to  Columbia,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  378  to  junction  South  Carolina 
Highway  527,  thence  along  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  527  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  261,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  261 
to  Youkannan,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  701  to  Conway,  thence  along  South 
Carolina  Highway  544  to  Murrell’s  Inlet. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Greenville,  S.C. 

No.  MC-30280  (Sub-No.  E3) ,  filed  May 
1,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS  CARO¬ 
LINA  EXPRESS  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Paul  Daniell,  P.O.  Box  1636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30301.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  livestock,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading) ,  from  those 
points  in  Georgia  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-Alabama  State 
line,  thence  along  Georgia  Highway  20 
to  Canton,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  5  to  Tate,  thence  along  Georgia 
Highway  53  to  junction  Georgia  High¬ 
way  9,  thence  along  Georgia  Highway  9 
to  Cleveland,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  115  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  441, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  441  to  Cor¬ 
nelia,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  123  to 
the  Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line, 
to  those  points  in  South  Carolina  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North 
Carolina^South  Carolina  State  line, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25  to  Tren¬ 
ton,  thence  along  South  Carolina  High¬ 
way  19  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  278, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  278  to  junc¬ 
tion  South  Carolina  Highway  68,  thence 
along  South  Carolina  Highway  68  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  21,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  21  to  Beaufort.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Greenville,  S.C. 

No.  MC-30280  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
May  3,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
CAROLINA  EXPRESS  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  Daniell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  live¬ 
stock,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  from  those  points  in 
Georgia  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Georgia-North  Carolina 
State  line,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  11  to  Blairsville,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19/129  to  Cleveland,  thence 
along  Georgia  Highway  115  to  junction 


U.S.  Highway  23,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  23  to  Cornelia,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  123  to  the  Georgia-South 
Carolina  State  line,  to  those  points  in 
South  Carolina  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  25.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Greenville, 
S.C. 

No.  MC-30280  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
May  3.  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
CAROLINA  EXPRESS  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  Daniell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  live¬ 
stock,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  from  points  within  15 
miles  of  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Greenville,  S.C. 

No.  MC-30280  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
May  3,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
CAROLINA  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  Daniell  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Textile 
products,  from  those  points  in  that  part 
ol  South  Carolina  south  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  thence  along 
South  Carolina  Highway  742  to  junc¬ 
tion  South  Carolina  Highway  102  thence 
along  South  Carolina  Highway  102  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  junction  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  403,  thence  along  South 
Carolina  Highway  403  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  301,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  301  to  junction  South  Carolina 
Highway  327,  thence  along  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  327  to  junction  South 
Carolina  Highway  378,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  378  to  junction  South  Carolina 
Highway  41,  thence  along  Highway  41  to 
junction  South  Carolina  Highway  45, 
thence  along  State  Highway  45  to  Mc- 
Clellanville,  to  Beverly,  N.J.,  and  points 
in  Hudson,  Bergen,  Passaic,  Essex,  Union, 
and  Middlesex  Counties,  N.J.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  to  Gastonia,  N.C. 

No.  MC-77129  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
April  11,  1974.  Applicant:  RAYMOND  H. 
PUFFER,  INC.,  R.F.D.  1,  Box  15,  Vernon, 
Vt.  05354.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Morton  E.  Kiel  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  lumber,  commodities  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment,) 
between  points  in  Windham  County,  Vt., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Passaic,  Bergen,  Essex,  and  Hudson 
Counties,  N.J.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 


is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E105),  filed 
April  19,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212- 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from 
Prattsville,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Texas  on 
or  south  of  Interstate  Highway  40.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E107),  filed 
April  19,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products, 
as  described  in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to 
points  in  Tennessee.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E113),  filed 
April  19,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products, 
as  described  in  Section  A  of  Appendix 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  Orangeburg,  S.C.,  to 
points  in  Colorado.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E115),  filed 
April  19,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  by-products,  as  described 
in  Section  A  of  Appendix  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certif¬ 
icates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  points  in  California  on  and  south 
of  Interstate  Highway  8,  to  points  in 
Massachusetts.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tifton, 
Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E121),  filed 
April  19.  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
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5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  points  in  California  on  and 
south  of  Interstate  Highway  8,  to  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line,  and  thenee  north  along 
U.S.  Highway  19  to  Pittsburgh,  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  8  to  Butler, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  68 
to  Rimersburg,  thence  along  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  861,  to  New  Bethlehem, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  28 
to  Brockway,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
219  to  Lantz  Corners,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  Smethport,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  59  to  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  Pennsylvania  Highway  446, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  446 
to  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E130),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  meats,  and  frozen  meat 
products,  from  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to 
points  in  Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tifton, 
Ga.,  and  points  in  Tennessee. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E132),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
meats,  and  frozen  meat  products,  from 
Dade  City,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Idaho.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga.,  and  points  in 
Tennessee. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E131),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
meats,  and  frozen  meat  products,  from 
Dade  City,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Nevada.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga.,  and  points  in 
Tennessee. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E134),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
meats,  and  frozen  meat  products,  from 
Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Montana. 


The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga.,  and  points  in 
Tennessee. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E135),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products,  as 
described  in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  canned  goods  as  set  forth  in 
List  C  of  the  Appendix  and  except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Texas  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Rio 
Grande  River  at  Zapata,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  16  to  Hebbronville, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  285  to  the 
Los  Almos  Creek,  thence  along  Los 
Almos  Creek  to  the  Baffin  Bay,  thence 
along  the  Baffin  Bay  to  the  Laguna 
Madre,  thence  along  the  Laguna  Madre 
to  Queen  Isabella  Toll  Causeway  thence 
along  Queen  Isabel  Toll  Causeway  to  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E141),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods  and  frozen  meat  products,  from 
Dade  City,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Oregon.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga.,  and  points  in 
Tennessee. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E142),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  meats  and 
frozen  meat  products,  from  Dade  City, 
Fla.,  to  points  in  Wyoming.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Tifton,  Ga.,  and  points  in  Tennessee. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E143),  filed 
April  22,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  meats  and 
frozen  meat  products,  from  Dade  City, 
Fla.,  to  points  in  Utah.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Tifton,  Ga.,  and  points  in  Tennessee. 

No.  MC-100666  (Sub-No.  E58),  filed 
April  24,  1974.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 


Shreveport,  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  W.  May  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wall- 
board,  flberboard,  particleboard,  and 
sheathing,  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  and  South  Dakota.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Pittsburg,  Kans. 

No.  MC-107295  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  5,  1974.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB 

TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  146,  Farmer 
City,  Ill.  61842.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Dale  L.  Cox  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plywood  panels, 
from  North  Stratford,  N.H.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Montana, 
Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon, 
Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Paris,  HI. 

No.  MC-107295  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
May  5,  1974.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB 

TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  146,  Farmer 
City,  HI.  61842.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Dale  L.  Cox  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  wallboard,  from 
Lodi,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas, 
California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Kentucky, 
Mississippi,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  North  Dakota,  Oregon,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Tennessee,  Utah,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Bristol,  Ind., 
Truman,  Ark.,  Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  and 
Fort  Dodge,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-107295  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
May  5,  1974.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB 

TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  146,  Farmer 
City,  HI.  61842.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Dale  L.  Cox  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Electrical  cable  tray 
systems,  and  accessories,  parts,  and  fit¬ 
tings  incidental  to  the  completion,  erec¬ 
tion,  and  Installation  of  electrical  cable 
tray  systems,  from  the  plant  site  of 
Husky  Products  Company  at  or  near 
Florence,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Idaho,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah, 
and  Washington.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  High¬ 
land,  HI.  j 

No.  MC-111594  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
April  26,  1974.  Applicant:  C.  W.  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  610  High  St.,  Wisconsin 
Rapids,  Wis.  54494.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jack  R.  Turney,  Jr.,  2001, 
Massachusetts  Ave.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 

In  proposal  No.  1: 

General  commodities  (except  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  livestock,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Chicago, 
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HI.,  and  points  within  its  commercial 
zones  and  Chicago  Heights,  Ill.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Ohio  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  40. 
The  purpose  of  the  filing  of  proposal  No. 

1  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Port 
Wayne,  Jonesboro,  Muncie,  Marion,  Gas 
City,  and  Winchester,  Ind. 

In  proposal  No.  2a: 

The  commodities  described  in  proposal 
( 1 )  above,  between  points  in  that  part  of 
Illinois  within  a  50-mile  radius  of  Ba¬ 
tavia,  Ill.  (except  points  within  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Zion,  Ill., 
and  extending  in  a  southwesterly  direc¬ 
tion  to  Grays  Lake,  Ill.,  thence  in  a 
southeasterly  direction  to  Libertyville, 
Ill.,  thence  in  a  southeasterly  direction 
through  Lake  Zurich,  Barrington,  Elgin, 
Plato  Center,  and  Sycamore,  Ill.,  to  De- 
Kalb,  HI,,  thence  in  a  southeasterly  di¬ 
rection  through  Aurora  and  Plainfield, 
HI.,  to  Joliet,  Ill.,  thence  in  an  easterly  di¬ 
rection  to  Chicago  Heights,  thence  in  a 
northeasterly  direction  through  Gary, 
Ind.,  to  Lake  Michigan,  thence  in  a 
northwesterly  direction  along  the  shore 
of  Lake  Michigan  to  a  point  directly  east 
of  Zion,  HI.,  and  thence  in  a  westerly  di¬ 
rection  to  the  point  of  beginning) ,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Ohio,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Indiana 
on,  east,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Evansville,  Ind.,  thence  north  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  460  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  231  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50,  thence  north  and  east  over  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  Bedford,  Ind.,  thence 
north  over  Indiana  Highway  37  to 
Bloomington,  thence  east  over  Indiana 
Highway  46  to  Greenburg,  thence  north 
over  Indiana  Highway  3  to  Fort  Wayne, 
thence  east  over  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the 
Indiana-Ohio  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
the  filing  of  2a  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone,  Chicago  Heights,  HI., 
and  Jonesboro,  Muncie,  Marion,  Gas 
City,  and  Winchester,  Ind. 

In  proposal  No.  2b: 

General  commodities  (except  house¬ 
hold  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion)  ,  between  points  in  that  part  of  Hli- 
nois  and  Indiana  (except  Chicago,  HI.), 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Zion,  HI., 
and  extending  in  a  southwesterly  direc¬ 
tion  to  Grays  Lake,  HI.,  thence  in  a 
southeasterly  direction  to  Libertyville, 
HI.,  thence  in  a  southwesterly  direction 
through  Lake  Zurich,  Barrington,  Elgin, 
Plato  Center,  and  Sycamore,  HI.,  to  De- 
Kalb,  HI.,  thence  in  a  southeasterly  direc¬ 
tion  through  Aurora  and  Plainfield,  HI., 
to  Joliet,  HI.,  thence  in  an  easterly  di¬ 
rection  to  Chicago  Heights,  Ill.,  thence 
in  a  northeasterly  direction  through 
Gary,  Ind.,  to  Lake  Michigan,  thence  in 
a  northwesterly  direction  along  the 
shore  of  Lake  Michigan  to  a  point  di¬ 
rectly  east  of  Zion,  HI.,  and  thence 
in  a  westerly  direction  to  point  of 
beginning,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Ohio  and  points  in  that 
part  of  Indiana  on,  east  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Vincennes,  Ind.,  thence 
north  and  east  over  U.S.  Highway  67  to 
Indianapolis,  thence  north  and  east  over 


Indiana  Highway  37  through  Marion  to 
its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the  Indiana- 
Ohio  State  line.  The  purpose  of  the  filing 
of  proposal  2b  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Chicago,  HI.,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone,  Chicago  Heights,  HI., 
and  Jonesboro,  Muncie,  Marion,  Gas 
City,  and  Winchester,  Ind. 

In  proposal  No.  3 : 

The  commodities  described  in  proposal 
No.  1  above,  between  Alton,  HI.,  and  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  the 
filing  of  proposal  No.  3  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Winchester.  Ind. 

In  proposal  No.  4: 

The  commodities  described  in  proposal 
No.  1  above,  between  Lawrenceville,  HI., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Ohio  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  40. 
The  purpose  of  the  filing  of  proposal  No.  4 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Marion, 
Ind. 

In  proposal  No.  5 : 

The  commodities  described  in  proposal 
No.  1  above,  between  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Reading,  and  Columbus,  Ohio. 
The  purpose  of  the  filing  of  proposal  No. 

5  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Munice, 
Ind. 

In  proposal  No.  6 : 

The  commodities  described  in  proposal 
No.  1  above,  between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Chicago,  HI.,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  Hlinois  and  Indiana  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  Zion,  HI.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  in  a  southwesterly  direction  to 
Grays  Lake,  HI.,  thence  in  a  southeast¬ 
erly  direction  to  Libertyville,  HI.,  thence 
in  a  southwesterly  direction  through 
Lake  Zurich,  Barrington,  Elgin,  Plato 
Center,  and  Sycamore,  HI.,  to  DeKalb, 
HI.,  thence  in  a  southeasterly  direction 
through  Aurora  and  Plainfield,  Ill.,  to 
Joliet,  HI.,  thence  in  an  easterly  direction 
to  Chicago  Heights,  Ill.,  thence  in  a 
northeasterly  direction  through  Gary, 
Ind.,  to  Lake  Michigan,  thence  in  a 
northwesterly  direction  along  the  shore 
of  Lake  Michigan  to  a  point  directly  east 
of  Zion,  HI.,  and  thence  in  a  westerly  di¬ 
rection  to  point  of  beginning.  The  pin- 
pose  of  the  filing  of  proposal  No.  6  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Chicago,  HI., 
points  in  its  commercial  zone,  Chicago 
Heights,  HI.,  and  Marion.  Ind. 

In  proposal  No.  7 : 

The  commodities  described  in  pro¬ 
posal  No.  1  above,  between  Peoria,  HI., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Cincinnati,  Reading,  and  Columbus, 
Ohio.  The  purpose  of  the  filing  of  pro¬ 
posal  No.  7  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Muncie,  Ind. 

No.  MC-113535  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  2,  1974.  Applicant:  A  &  W  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  Route  5,  Box  900, 
Mosiner,  Wisconsin  54455.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  J.  Altenburg  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 


packinghouses,  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul, 
South  St.  Paul,  Newport,  Hastings,  Red 
Wing,  and  Winona,  Minn.,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  Dubuque,  Iowa.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Durand,  Wis. 

No.  MC-1 14019  (Sub-No.  E10),  filed 
May  1,  1974.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
EMERY  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  7000 
South  Pulaski  Road,  Chicago,  Hlinois 
60629.  Applicant’s  representative:  Arthur 
J.  Sibik  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Wine,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  Wisconsin  and 
Iowa  to  Westfield,  N.Y.,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  moving 
from,  to,  or  between  warehouses,  and 
wholesale,  retail;  or  chain  outlets  of  food 
business  houses,  or  when  moving  from, 
to,  or  between  food  processing  plants,  or 
warehouses  or  other  facilities  of  such 
plants.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC-1 14019  (Sub-No.  Ell),  filed 
May  1,  1974.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
EMERY  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  7000 
South  Pulaski  Road,  Chicago,  Hlinois 
60629.  Applicant’s  representative :  Arthur 
J.  Sibik  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Vegetable  oil  and  vegetable 
oil  shortenings,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Wisconsin  and  Iowa  to 
Boston,  Mass.,  Suffolk,  Va.,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  moving  from,  to, 
or  between  warehouses,  and  wholesale, 
retail,  or  chain  outlets  of  food  business 
houses,  or  when  moving  from,  to,  or  be¬ 
tween  food  processing  plans,  or  ware¬ 
houses  or  other  facilities  of  such  plants. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC-1 14019  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
May  1,  1974.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
EMERY  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  7000 
South  Pulaski  Road,  Chicago,  Ill.  60629. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Arthur  J. 
Sibik,  7000  South  Pulaski  Road,  Chicago, 
Ill.  60629.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  fish,  frozen  seafood  and 
other  frozen  foods,  between  points  in 
Wisconsin  and  Iowa,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Cleveland,  Columbus, 
Canton,  Akron,  Dayton,  and  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  Baltimore  and  Sparrows  Point, 
Maryland,  points  in  New  Jersey,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts, 
Pennsylvania,  New  York  (except  those 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  15  extending  from 
Rochester  to  New  York  Highway  15, 
those  on  and  north  of  New  York  Highway 
5,  from  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  15 
to  its  junction  with  New  York  Highway 
57,  and  those  on  and  west  of  New  York 
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Highway  57  from  Syracuse  to  Oswego) , 
and  those  in  Delaware  and  Maryland 
which  are  within  30  miles  of  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa. 

The  authority  described  above  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  the  com¬ 
modities  described  therein  to  shipments 
moving  from,  to,  or  between  warehouses, 
and  wholesale,  retail,  or  chain  outlets  of 
food  business  houses,  or  when  moving 
from,  to,  or  between  food  processing 
plants,  or  warehouses  or  other  facilities 
of  such  plants.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E15>,  filed 
May  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Rock  Cornish  game  hens, 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Pomfret  Center  and 
Putnam,  Conn.,  to  points  in  Washington, 
Oregon,  Idaho,  and  Utah.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC-114045  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
May  3,  1974.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS,  INC.^P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant's  representative: 
J.  B.  Stuart  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned  dairy,  products, 
from  points  in  Pike  and  Spalding  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Washington,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Idaho,  Montana,  Utah,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla. 

No.  MC-115093  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
April  15,  1974.  Applicant:  MERCURY 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  704  W. 
Kennedy  Boulevard,  Tampa,  Fla.  33606. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Clayton  R. 
Byrd  (same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  (a)  Textiles,  tex¬ 

tile  products,  and  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  textiles;  (b)  syn¬ 
thetic  resins ;  (c)  naval  stores;  (d) 
chemicals ;  and  (e)  paper  and  paper 
products;  from  points  in  Escambia 
and  Santa  Rosa  Counties,  Fla.,  to  those 
points  in  South  Carolina  in  Chesterfield, 
Darlington,  Dillon,  Florence,  George¬ 
town,  Horry,  Lee,  Marion,  Marlboro,  and 
Williamsburg  Counties,  points  in  Claren¬ 
don  County  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
521  (except  Manning)  and  Bloomville, 
points  in  Kershaw  County  on  and  east 
of  South  Carolina  Highway  341,  points 
in  Lancaster  County  on  and  east  of  South 
Carolina  Highway  522,  and  points  in 
Sumter  County  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Clarendon-Sumter  County 
line,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  15  to 
Sumter,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  521  to 
the  Kershaw-Sumter  County  line;  and 
(2)  Materials,  supplies,  and  equipment 
used  in  connection  with  the  manufac¬ 


ture,  sale,  and  distribution  of  the  com¬ 
modities  described  in  (1)  above,  from 
the  destinations  named  in  (1)  above,  to 
the  origins  named  in  ( 1 )  above,  restricted 
in  (1)  and  (2)  above  (a)  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  which  require  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment  and  (b)  against  the 
transportation  of  shipments  moving  be¬ 
tween  any  two  points  authorized  above 
which  may  be  served  in  the  carriers 
regular-route  operations.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  North  Carolina  and  points  in 
Florence  County,  S.C. 

No.  MC-117119  (Sub-No.  E24),  filed 
April  30, 1974.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Elm  Springs,  Arkansas  72728.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  L.  M.  McLean 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Prepared  and  preserved  meats  and 
packinghouse  products  lit  for  human 
consumption,  in  containers,  and  frozen 
foods,  from  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  points  in 
Georgia  and  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Sharpsburg,  Iowa,  and  Conway,  Ark. 

No.  MC-12704  (Sub-No.  El) ,  filed  April 
14,  1974.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City,  Iowa 
51108.  Applicant’s  representative:  Joseph 
W.  Harvey  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Minne¬ 
sota  and  Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Hospers,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-127042  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
April  14,  1974.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  W.  Harvey  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  West  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  to 
Chicago,  HI.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Luveme, 
Minn. 

No.  MC-127042  <Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
April  14,  1974.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  W.  Harvey  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 


described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides,  animal  and  feed 
ingredients,  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Montana. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  West  Point,  Nebr.,  or  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilites  utilized  by 
Wilson  &  Co.,  at  or  near  Cherokee,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-127042  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
April  14,  1974.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  W.  Harvey  (Same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides,  animal  and 
feed  ingredients,  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  to  points 
in  Idaho  and  points  in  Baker  and 
Malheur  Counties,  Oregon.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  Cherokee,  Iowa,  and  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC-127042  (Sub-No.  E14),  filed 
April  14,  1974.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  W.  Harvey  (Same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk),  from  Sheridan,  Wyo.,  to 
points  in  Hlinois,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
and  Wisconsin,  and  points  in  Kansas  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  81.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Hospers  and  Denison,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-127042  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
April  19,  1974.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  W.  Harvey  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  by-products,  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  and 
dairy  products  as  described  in  Sections 
A,  B,  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Cer¬ 
tificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from 
points  in  Wisconsin  to  points  in  Idaho, 
Montana,  and  Wyoming,  and  points  in 
Baker  and  Malheur  Counties,  Oreg.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC-127042  (Sub-No.  E19),  filed 
April  19,  1974.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  W.  Harvey  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
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carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  the  plant 
site  of  Armour  and  Company,  near 
Worthington,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  West  Point, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC-127042  (Sub-No.  E20),  filed 
April  19,  1974.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  W.  Harvey  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  and  arti¬ 
cles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses, 
as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plant  site  of  Armour 
and  Company,  near  Worthington,  Minn., 
to  points  in  Idaho.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plant  site  and  storage  facilities  utilized 
by  Wilson  and  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Chero¬ 
kee,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-127042  (Sub-No.  E21),  filed 
April  19,  1974.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  W.  Harvey  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plant  site  of  Armour 
and  Company  near  Worthington,  Minn., 
to  points  in  Baker  and  Malheur  Coun¬ 
ties,  Oreg.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC-127042  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
April  19,  1974.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  Leeds  Station.  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  W.  Harvey  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 


described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Sioux  City,  Iowa  to  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  West  Point,  Nebr. 

No.  MC-127042  (Sub-No.  E30),  filed 
April  19,  1974.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  W.  Harvey  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products,  dairy  products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
inghouses,  as  described  in  Sections  A,  B, 
and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  to  points  in  Idaho,  and  points  in 
Baker  and  Malheur  Counties,  Oreg.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Omaha,  Nebr. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-11418  Piled  5-16-74;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  OFFICE 

AVIATION  FUEL 

Guidelines  Concerning  Certifications  by  In¬ 
ternational  Air  Carriers  for  Non-bonded 

Fuel 

Reports  to  the  Federal  Energy  Office 
indicate  that  some  misunderstandings 
exist  as  to  what  actions  must  be  taken 
in  order  for  an  international  carrier 
which  has  traditionally  used  bonded 
aviation  fuel  to  obtain  non-bonded  fuel 
as  provided  in  §  211.145(c)  of  the  Man¬ 
datory  Petroleum  Allocations  Regula¬ 
tions.  (Effective  June  1,  1974,  S  211.145 
is  renumbered  §  211.146).  Hie  following 
information  is  intended  to  serve  as  a 
guide  for  international  air  carriers  and 
their  suppliers.  It  is  essential  that  all  in¬ 
formation  required  by  the  regulations  be 
supplied  as  indicated  below: 

First,  the  carrier  must  request  its  base 
period  supplier  to  supply  bonded  fuel  at 
a  price  no  higher  than  the  supplier’s  law¬ 
ful  price  for  non-bonded  fuel  at  each 
station.  This  request  should  be  made 
early  enough  to  allow  the  supplier  ade¬ 
quate  time  to  reply.  In  turn,  the  sup¬ 
plier  should  provide  its  reply  to  allow 
the  carrier  adequate  time  to  prepare  its 
certification,  which  is  due  at  least  15 
days  before  the  beginning  of  the  next  al¬ 
location  period. 


A  failure  of  the  supplier  to  answer  this 
initial  request  may  be  treated  as  a  reply 
that  no  bonded  fuel  will  be  supplied  at 
the  lawful  price  for  non-bonded  fuel  at 
any  station  for  which  no  reply  is  received. 

After  receiving  the  supplier’s  reply,  the 
carrier,  if  it  desires  non-bonded  fuel  from 
its  base  period  supplier,  should  prepare 
its  certification  containing  the  following 
information: 

1.  The  total  volumes  of  bonded  fuel 
at  all  stations  from  all  suppliers  that  the 
carrier  will  obtain  for  the  month,  in¬ 
cluding  volumes  which  the  carrier  in¬ 
tends  to  accept  under  contracts,  the 
amount  of  bonded  fuel  offered  to  the  car¬ 
rier  at  the  lawful  price  for  non-bonded 
fuel,  and  any  other  amount  which  for 
any  reason  the  carrier  intends  to  accept. 

Note:  This  is  a  total  amount  for  all  U.S. 
stations  from  all  suppliers. 

2.  The  total  base  period  volume  of 
bonded  and  non-bonded  fuel  received 
during  the  base  period  at  all  U.S.  stations 
from  all  suppliers. 

3.  The  volume  of  bonded  and  non- 
bonded  fuel  received  during  the  base 
period  at  all  U.S.  stations  from  the  sup¬ 
plier  to  which  the  certification  is  being 
made. 

4.  Whether  and  to  what  extent  the 
carrier  can  use  naphtha-base  jet  fuel. 

The  above  information  is  needed  to 
enable  the  supplier  to  compute  its  bonded 
fuel  factor,  adjusted  allocable  supply, 
allocation  fraction  and  consequently  the 
amount  of  non-bonded  fuel  to  be 
supplied. 

In  addition  to  the  nationwide  totals 
listed  above,  the  carrier  should  list  its 
certified  requirements  for  non-bonded 
fuel  on  a  station-by-station  basis.  This 
will  permit  suppliers  to  determine  their 
supply  position  at  each  station. 

Certifications  by  carriers  pursuant  to 
§  211.145(c)  for  the  month  beginning 
June  1,  1974,  would  be  due  May  16,  1974, 
under  the  regulation.  However,  concur¬ 
rent  with  this  notice,  FEO  is  amending 
the  regulation  to  provide  an  additional 
four  days  for  suppliers  and  carriers  to 
properly  implement  the  regulations  and 
these  guidelines.  Thus,  for  the  month 
commencing  June  1,  1974,  certifications 
or  amended  certifications  filed  with  an 
international  air  carrier  supplier  no  later 
than  May  20,  1974,  will  meet  the  certifi¬ 
cation  requirement  of  the  regulations. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  May  16, 
1974. 

William  N.  Walker, 
General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Office. 

[PR  Doc.74-11562  Piled  5-16-74;  11 : 54  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  97— FRIDAY,  MAY  17,  1974 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


17605 


CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED— MAY 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  May. 


3  CFR  Pag* 

Proclamations: 

4289  _  15251 

4290  _  15253 

4291  _  15255 

4292  _ 17213 

4293  _ 17215 

Executive  Orders: 

11588  (see  EO  11781) _  15749 

11615  (see  EO  11781) _  15749 

11627  (see  EO  11781) _  15749 

11695  (superseded  in  part  by 

EO  11781) _ 15749 

11723  (superseded  in  part  by 

EO  11781) _  15749 

11730  (superseded  in  part  by 

EO  11781) _  15749 
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